REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF THE 
BOARD OF ALDERMEN APPOINTED TO INVESTIGATE 


THE "RING" FRAUDS: TOGETHER WITH THE 
TESTIMONY ELICITED DURING THE INVESTIGATION 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2024 


https ://archive.org/details/reportofspecialcO000boar 


Report of the Special 
Committee of the Board of 
Aldermen Appointed to 
Investigate the "Ring" Frauds: 
Together with the Testimony 
Elicited During the Investigation 


New York (N.Y.). Board Of Aldermen 


Nabu Public Domain Reprints: 


You are holding a reproduction of an original work published before 1923 that is 
in the public domain in the United States of America, and possibly other 
countries. You may freely copy and distribute this work as no entity (individual 
or corporate) has a copyright on the body of the work. This book may contain 
prior copyright references, and library stamps (as most of these works were 
scanned from library copies). These have been scanned and retained as part of 
the historical artifact. 


This book may have occasional imperfections such as missing or blurred pages, 
poor pictures, errant marks, etc. that were either part of the original artifact, or 
were introduced by the scanning process. We believe this work is culturally 
important, and despite the imperfections, have elected to bring it back into 
print as part of our continuing commitment to the preservation of printed 
works worldwide. We appreciate your understanding of the imperfections in 
the preservation process, and hope you enjoy this valuable book. 


™ 


REPORT 


F THE 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE 


OF THE 


BOARD OF ALDERMEN 


APPOINTED TO INVESTIGATE THE 


TR ENGsoskxeeei Dis 


TOGETHER WITH THE 


Eons eG NEY, 


ELICITED DURING THE INVESTIGATION. 


_ ea eee ee 


BOARD OF ALDERMEN, 
JANUARY 4 187. 


DOCUMENT No. 8. 


201 1 & 903 WILLIAM aT Er. 


1878. 


4 


The following is the preamble and resolution under 
which they were appointed: 


‘“‘ Whereas, The debt and liabilities of the City and 
County of New York were enormously increased during 
the period from 1868 to 1872, through the frauds and 
machinations of conspirators forming an organization 
known as the “ Tweed Ring,” and their agents and abet- 
tors; and 


Whereas, It is believed that a large amount of such 
debt and liabilities was during.such period fraudulently 
ineurred by the connivance and co-operation of the heads 
of certain Departments of the city government and other 
officers thereof, the members of the Board of Supervisors 
of the County then existing, the members of the Board of 
Audit, appointed by a special act of the Legislature in the 
year 1870, and other persons associated with them, through 
alleged claims allowed and audited and payments of 
moneys made from the Treasury and funds belonging to 
the City and County of New York; and 


Whereas, The City and County of New York are the 
real parties in interest in all suits and legal proceedings 
which have been or may be instituted against any of said 
persons for their punishment and the recovery of the 
moneys 60 fraudulently obtained and received by them, by 


the legal officers representing the Corporation or the State 
of New York; and 


Whereas, The amount of moneys hitherto recovered 
from and punishinent inflicted on such conspirators and 
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their agents and abettors are comparatively insignificant 
and wholly insufficient to satisfy the demands of justice, 
and reimburse the City Treasury for the moneys thus 
fraudulently obtained and received by them; and 

Whereas, All the facts and particulars relating to such 
crimina] and fraudulent acts should be fully ascertained 
and known, and every effort possible should be made to 
compel all persons in any manner concerned therein, either 
as principals or agents and abettors, to repav the moneys 
received by each and all of them; and 


Whereas, Actions and proceedings at law have been 
instituted in behalf of the Corporation of the City of New 
York and of the State of New York, and are still pending 
against certain persons implicated in said fraudulent acts, 
for the purpose of recovering from them the moneys thus 
fraudulently obtained and received from the Treasury of 
the City and County of New York, in the following enti- 
tled cases and amounts, to wit: 


Commenced. 

Jnly 10, 1874—The Mayor, etc., vs. The National Broadway 
Bask’ io. vs5scssctev wvee $6,504,000 00 
aay |: ee # Thomas W. Roe......... 200,107 738 
Oct. 31, “* Alexander Brandon. ..... 22,873 00 
cia i Archibald Hall, Jr....... 135,108 62 

Syl SLRS es William F. Blanck and 
another. .......... 000: 18,440 00 
Nov. 5, * os Morgan Jones........... 850,000 00 
SEAT LAG Mares se Daniel Berrien.......... 175,000 00 

$e. Bimpss 4 Edward Marrener and an- 
OCROE, acnk sncas ss tects 550,000 00 

Ss Bc Geo, & Miller and Wm. 


Commenced. 
Jan. 11, 1875—The Mayor, eto., t's. J. A. Monaghen ......... $70,549 35 
cur ae es George 8. Miller......... 60,326 94 
May 2, “ “ Edward Jones..........- 
Ang. 27, 1874 ee Wm. Haw, Jr., Edward 
A. Morse, and Forbes 
Holland ie scec ccsse ssn 200,888 61 
Jan. 12, 1877 ce Ira A. Allen and H. E. 
SLOVENES cases ciclee ee 
April 9, 1875—The People of the State of New York vs. Wm. 
Tweed..... eT et Oe ee 6,198,957 85 
June 7, 1875—The People of the State of New York vs. Cum- 
Wiles PLS TOOKOT. . o6s6< ss cc ccvcnewrsasvees 
Nov. 20, 1875--The People of the State of New York va, Wm. 
Hl. Tweed (No. 2).........500c0: Seeine es s/s 83,640 44 
May 16, 1876--The People of the State of New York rs. 
Richard B. Connolly.... ........--..000- c 
Aug. 5, 1876—The People of the State of New York ve. John 
O'Donnell 5. «5 <6.s065s > cananreeinnsee wales 348,287 40 - 


Vow, therefore, for the purpose of aiding and assisting 
the ofticers of the law engaged in the prosecution of such 
legal proceedings as ure now pending, or which may be 
hereafter commenced against any of said persons, and the 
recovery of all moneys thus fraudulently obtained and re- 
ceived by them, or any of them: 


[ecsolved, That a Committee of three members of this 
Board be appvinted by the President, the duty of which 
Committee shall be to investigate thoroughly all the facta 
and circumstances connected with the organization known 
as the ““ Tweed Ring,” and its fraudulent acts, and ascertain 
and report to this Board, at as early a date as practicable, a 
statement in full of the results of its investigation, includ- 
ing the names of all persons, and their official title, and 


7 


the position and relation of all persons who were in any 
manner connected with said organization, or said acts ; the 
origin and history of all schemes and methods of operation, 
and the dates, amounts, and nature of all claims and trans- 
actions by and through which moneys were fraudulently 
obtained and received from the Treasury of the City and 
_ County of New York by them or any of them ; the names 
and acts of the Board of Supervisors then existing and 
connected therewith; the names and acts of the Board of 
Audit of 1870, and the origin and history thereof—pre- 
senting in such report a complete account, as far as practi- 
cable, of any and all persons and acts by which moneys 
were fraudulently abstracted from the Treasury of the City 
and County of New York, and their indebtedness was 
increased during said period, from the year 1868 to 
1872; aleo to examine into the facts, if any such exist, 
whether any person or persons, since any legal proceedings 
have been instituted against any of said persons, have been 
in any manner instrumental in shielding or protecting 
them from punishment, or in defeating the prosecution of 
said actions, and preventing the recovery of the moneys 
fraudulently obtained and received by them, and report to 
this Board the names of such persons and the time and 
manner of such interference with the cause of justice. 
Resolved, That the Corporation Counsel be and he is 
hereby authorized to detail one of his assistants to aid the 
Committee appointed under the above resolution. 
Adopted by the Board of Aldermen, July 19, 1877. 


Approved by the Mayor, July 28, 1877.” 
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Your Committee organized on the 21st day of August, 
1877, by the selection of Alderman Lewis as Chairman ; 
and the Counsel to the Corporation, in compliance with 
your resolution, designated Hugh L. Cole, Eeq., one of 
his assistants, as Counsel to your Committee. 


The sessions have been held in public and have been 
largely attended by citizens, and the proceedings have | 
been very extensively reported in the columns of the 
press. 

Your Committee caused to be published in the public 
journals of the city a general invitation to all persons hav- 
ing information pertinent to the subject under investiga- 
tion, or desiring to make any suggestions concerning the 
conduct of the examination, to place themselves in com- 
munication with your Committee, or with their counsel ; 
but your Committee regret to say that, with a few excep- 
tions, they have received no material aid from any volun- 
tary sources whatever. 


Even those persons to whioim had been entrusted the 
duty of collecting and arranging the evidence as to these 
“Ring frauds,” and the lawyers wh have represented the 
People in the “ Ring suits,” most of whom have been very 
handsomely paid for their services, as well as the mem- 
bers of the Ring who have been granted immunity from 
punishment on the express ground that they should hold 
themselves ready ut all times to testify in these matters, 
and to aid the People in every way in their power, held 
themselves entirely aloof from this examination, prof- 
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ferred no suggestion or assistance, and for the most part 
could only be indnced to appear before the Committee in 
response to writs of subpoena, and in some cases guy in 
obedience to writs of attachment. 


Laboring under these disadvantages, your Committee en- 
tered upon the performance of the arduous and disagreeable 
duty which you imposed upon them, with no more infor- 
mation upon the subjects to be investigated than was 
possessed by the community at large, namely, that the city 
had been, during a considerable period of time, persistently 
robbed by an organized band of official thieves, to an 
extent uever before equalled in municipal history; that 
the thieves were known; that the best legal talent in the 
country had long since beon engaged for the purpose of 
bringing thei to justice, and of recovering from them the 
stolen money; that large sums had been expended in 
counsel fees and in other legal expenses; that it had been 
clearly demonstrated that the city and county had been 
despoiled of more than thirty millions of dollars ; and yet 
that only about $876,000, after deducting expenses, had 
been recovered, and all the thieves, with a single excep- 
tion, had escaped any adequate punishment, and that 
some of them were flaunting their stolen wealth in the 
faces of honest citizens, to the demoralization of the 
community and the disgust of all right-minded men. 

It was the knowledge of this anomalous state of things 
which impelled your Board, the immediate representatives 
of the people who had been robbed by these men, and 
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were still being insulted by the ostentations exhibition of 
their ill-gotten gains, to institate this investigation. Your 
Board had the best possible reasons for knowing that 
the people of this city were anxious to know the true 
history of the Ring frauds, and to be informed why 
the complicated and expensive machinery which had been 
set in motion by their servants, for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the interests of the city, had apparently been pro- 
dnetive of such inadequate results; and, being fully 
persnaded that the information desired could only be 
obtained through an investigation like this (which would 
be, to a certain extent, free from the technical rules 
of evidence which govern courts in the trial of causes), 
they created your Committee, and directed this examina- 
tion. 

Your Committee have examined a number of wit- 
nesses and have taken a vast amount of testimony 
(more than seven hundred and fifty printed pages) upon 
every branch of the frauds upon the treasury which time 
wonld permit them to enter upon at all. Every person 
has been called who it was supposed could throw any 
light npon the subject under investigation, except three 
or four persons who purposely kept themselves beyond 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court—from which the 
subpcenas used by your Committee issued—or remained 
secreted so as to avoid being summoned. 


In this category is to be placed J. McBride Davidson, 
Hngh Smith, and several other less important witnesses. 
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This testimony has disclosed a frightful state of demor- 
alization in every branch of the public service at that time. 
Nothing which has yet been written, no trial or examination 
which has heretofore been had, has afforded so clear and eo 
comprehensive an insight into the immensity of the frauds 
committed by these “ Ring thieves,” or into the methods 
by which their nefarious designs were consummated. 
No particular political party or organization is alone 
responsible for this horrible condition of affairs. The 
‘evidence distinctly shows that officials and representa- 
tives of all political parties combined to bring about 
this end, and that tlhe robberies would have been 
impossible but for this base combination of the worst inen 
from every political household. 

The efforts which have been made to punish these 
scoundrels and to wrest from them their spoils do not seem 
to have been at all adequate to the endin view. Your 
Committee have received no explanation from any of the 
lawyers who have represented the People in this regard, 
why the men who, on their own confession, not only aided 
others in robbing the city of millions of dollars, but them- 
selves participated in the spoils, should not at least have 
been compelled to disgorge the stolen money, and 
especially when it is abundantly evident that several 
of these men are sti]] in the enjoyment of wealth derived 
from these robberies. The Ring men themselves claim 
that they have been expressly granted immunity from 
even civil snits by the Attorney-General and his repre 
sentatives, but this is expressly denied by those re- 
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presentatives, and so the matter remains an unexplained 
mystery. Your Committee are advised that such im- 
munity as is claimed by these persons could not have 
lawfully been accorded to them by any person, whether 
private or official, and that even if any one has assumed 
to grant such immunity, his action is not binding, either 
upon the Corporation or the People. .Your Committee are 
strongly impressed with the belief that it is contrary to 
good morals, and destructive of public virtne, that such 
men as Andrew J. Garvey, Elbert A. Woodward, James 
H. Ingersoll, A. Oakey Hall, John II. Keyser, and the 
others whose participation in these frauds is clearly set 
forth in the testiinony taken before your Committee, 
should be permitted to remain in the full enjoyment of 
their stolen thousands, without any serions effort having 
been made to compel them to makc restitution. Nor can 
your Committee perceive the propriety of a line of action 
which results in concentrating public attention upon one 
or two of this gang of scoundrels, and in the pursuit of 
them, to release and grant immunity to all the rest. 


Your Committee desire especially to invite your atten- 
tion to the fact, as appears by the testimony, that none of 
these frauds could have been perpetrated without the cor- 
rupt procurement of special Legislation at Albany relating 
toour city affairs. Thies Legislation was always demanded 
either upon the plea of urgent necessity, as in the tax levies, 
or under the guise of reform, as in the Charter of 1870. 
Always the corrupt men of both political parties voted for 
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these special laws, and always they were openly and nn- 
blushingly paid for so doing. Not only the “ Tweed Ring ” 
entered the market as a buyer and seller of Legislators, 
but powerful corporations (notably two great railroad 
companies), also engaged warmly in this degrading traffic. 
The Legislature no less than the city government seems to 
have been a den of thieves; and even the ermine of the 
judges was pollnted by this wild craze for ill-gotten 
wealth. 

It is to this wide-spread participation, by persons high 
in office, in the spvils of the Ring, which one must look 
for the explanation that the robberies in the City of New 
York so long escaped exposure and punishment. 


THE RING IN THE ROARD OF SUPERVISORS. 


According to William M. Tweed, whose evidence is in 
the main corroborated by that of Mr. Henry F. Taintor, 
the accountant who was employed in behalf of the people to 
work up and analyze the evidence concerning the Ring 
frauds ; the first point of attack of the Ring was upon the 
County Treasury, and as far as your Committee is able to 
ascertain, the first frauds were committed by a corrupt 
combination in the Board of Supervisors in the year 1860. 
This “ Supervisors’ Ring” existed frum that time until, on 
account of internal dissentions, some of the members of it 
procured a law to be passed in 1870, by which the Board 
of Supervisors was abolished. The personel of this Ring 
changed slightly from year to year, and was composed at 
one time or other of the following persons: William M. 
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Tweed, Walter Roche, John R. Briggs, Henry Smith, 
John Fox, James Hayes, Andrew J. Bleakley, and Isaac 
J. Oliver. The three first-named individuals originated 
the combination by agreeing to sustain each other in the 
Board and to vote together on bills presented for approval. 
Their united votes were sufficient to determine almost any 
question which came before the Board. In the subsequent 
years the other persons mentioned were from time to 
time added to their number and shared with them in the 
fraudulent gains. 


HOW THE FRAUDS WERE PERPETRATED. 


Almest every person who did work or furnished supplies 
for the county at this time were informed by some mein- 
ber of this Ring that, in order to insure a continuance of 
the public patronage, increased orders aud prompt pay- 
ment, it would be necessary for them to add to their bills 
a certain percentage in excess of their true face, which in- 
crease or percentage it was understood and agreed should 
be paid to the corrupt combination of members of the 
Board aforesaid. 

The amount so added at this time was generally fifteen 
per cent. of the face of the bills. William M. Tweed named 
the following persons and firms as among those who, at that 
time, conspired with the Ring in this way: Keyser & Co., J. 
T. Barnard & Son, Grigg & Brothers, James H. Ingersoll, 
Charles Jacobus, E. V. HWaughwout & Co.,J. B.& W. W. 
Cornell, The Eastchester Quarry Co., Ingersoll & Co., T. 
W. Roe & Co., J. O. Seymour & Co. Kennard & Hay, 


= 
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Edward Jones, J. A. Smith, Wm. C. Rogers & Co., and 
Andrew J. Garvey. Some of the bills thna presented had 
no basis whatever, others a partial basis, and still others, 
with the exception of the amount allowed for percentages 
to the Ring, were valid. 

Besides the members of the combination, E. A. Wood- 
ward, an assistant clerk to the Board of Supervisors, and 
Cumming IL Tucker, then Superintendent of the con- 
struction of the New Conrt-louse, acted us go-betweens in 
the collections and distribution of these percentages. 

Of what amount of money the County Treasury was 
despoiled, under the regime of this ring in the Board of 
Supervisors, cannot even be approximately arrived at, and 
probably will never be known. Mr. Taintor’s examina- 
tion of frauds extended from January 1, 1868, to the mid- 
die of 1871, and your Committee have no information 
that there has ever beon an examination into inatters prior 
to that time. From the testiinuny of witnesses examined 
before your Committee, it would seem iinpossible to reach 
a definite conclusion, either as to what proportion of the 
bills presented had any basis whatever, or as to what per- 
centages were added tu such bills, as represented in part 
value received. The Committee believe, from the amount 
of claims presented to the Board by these Ring tradesmen, 
and paid during these ten years, that the county was de- 
franded of several millions of dollars at least. 

The Board of Supervisors during these years, as a whole, 
cannot be entirely exempted from blame. In some cases 
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there were no dates to the claims which passed that body, 
not even reference to the years in which the bills accrued, 
and in many instances claims were presented without set- 
ting forth the items of the account. They were referred 
to committees and were passed often on the same days on 
which they were presented, and apparently without ex- 
amination. 

On this point the testimony of Tweed was confirmed 
by that of Woodward and J. I. Ingersoll. 


ADJUSTED CLAIMS UNDER LAW OF 1868. 


By chapter 853 of the Laws of 1868, supreme power waa 
given to the Comptroller to adjnst claims then existing 
against the city. Under that act there were about six 
millions of dollars adjusted for the county, and about 
thirteen millions, all told. As asample of the character 
of these claims, six bills were presented by J. I. Inger- 
soll & Co., which amounted to about a million of dollars, 
which Mr. Taintor testifies were almost if not altogether 
fraudulent. The proceeds were divided with the saine 
system as were the county funds under the “ Ring ” in the 
Board of Supervisors. These claims, according to the 
law authorizing the Comptroller tu adjust them were 
to be paid in ene or two years from appropriations in 
the tax-levy, but that snch an idea was not serivusly en 
tertained is shown by the fact that the bonds which were 
issued to enable the Comptroller to pay them were sfter- 
ward converted into “long” bonds and became a recog 
nized part of the permanent debt of the city. Nothing 
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more was required, at this time, of a pereon who desired to 
draw money from the City Treasury than that he should 
make outa bill against the city, and agree to pay the Ring 
or its representative such a percentage of it as they de- 
manded, and retain some lawyer to commence suit against 
the city by service of a summons. Whether or not the 
city was indebted to the claimant was entirely immaterial. 


A list of some of the most aggravated cases of fraud, 
which were adjusted and paid by the Comptroller under 
this anthority, was prepared by Mr. Tanitor, some time 
since, and submitted to the Department of Public Works, 
with the request that the records of the old Street De 
partment might be examined in regard to them. It was 
found that more than four millions of them had no exist- 
ence upon the books. Theclaimants who appeared as 
having claims to be adjusted under the law of 1868, were 
about the same as those who appeared so regularly before the 
Board of Supervisors. From these claims at first forty-tive 
per cent. was retained by the Ring. This rate continued 
from July, 1868, up to Jannary, 1869. In July, 1569, 
payments under this act were resumed, and unti] Novem- 
ber, 1869, the Ring retained, as its share, sixty-five per 
cent. of the face of the warrants, and after that up to the 
close of the payments nnder this act, in 1870, the Ring 
retained, as its share, sixty-five per cent., with interest. 

The most aggravated frauds, in connection with both 
city and county payments, were committed under epecial 
laws, whereby the power was conferred upon the city 
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and county to pledge their credit for special purposes, 
oftentimes to an indefinite aud unlimited amount. Tho 
frauds committed under the’ “ Adjusted claims act of 
1868” furnish one instance of this kind, and another 
notable one is to be fonnd in the robberies committed 
under chapter 2138, Laws of 1871. This act suthor- 
ized the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commonalty of the City 
of New York, to extend the laying of pipes for the 
distribution of Croton water through New York, and 
empowered the Comptroller to borrow money not to 
exceed one million and a half of dollars for that pur- 
pose, and to issue bonds therefor. One million of dol- 
lars were paid out on that account during the year 1871, 
and Mr. Taintor pronounces $568,000 out of that amount 
to be fraudulent. Another illustration of this point may 
be derived from the losses which the treasury suffered 
ander the operation of Chapter 230 of the Laws of 1870, 
which conferred upon the Commissioner of Public 
Works authority to raise such sums of inoney as he should 
certify there was occasion for. The aqueduct was re- 
enoved from Ninety-third to One IIundred and Thirteenth 
street, a distance of twenty blocks. Engineers estimated 
the expense likely to be incurred in making the removal at 
$1,500,000. The charges against the city for this business 
have been $3,500,000. These are but instances selected out 
of a mass of evils which have befallen the city by reason 
of this kind of special legislation. 
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CHARTER OF 1870. 

After exclusive power had been conferred upon the 
»Comptroller to adjust and settle claims against the City 
and County, the members of the Ring in the Board of 
Supervisors felt that their power was beginning to wane, 
and they soon commenced to evince hostility toward 
Tweed and his friends who were demanding, according 
tothem, toomuch power. Inthe Legislature, in the winter 
of 1870, this contest reached its highest point, and before 
the close of the winter resulted in the entire success of 
Tweed and his friends, and the overthrow of the “ Young 
Democracy ” under which title, Fox, [layes, O’ Brien, 
and their friends had been fighting. The victory which 
Tweed and his friends achieved in this severe contest 
was & most expensive one for the City of New York. In 
the early part of the session, several different charters for 
the City of New York were introduced by the friends of the 
“Young Democracy,” each of which had for its object to 
drive from power the then officers of the city govern- 
ment. Tweed’s friends felt that nothing but the 
lavish expenditure of money among members of the Leg- 
islature conld ensure success, and failure they knew 
would necessarily be followed by exposure and destruction. 
In that critical moment a charter for New York was pre- 
pared chiefly under the supervision of A. Oakey Ilall, 
Peter.B. Sweeney, Cornelius Corson, Wm. M. Tweed, and 
Alexander Frear, and was introdnced into the Assembly 
by Frear, who was then a member. The above named 
persons, together with Richard B. Connolly, Hugh Smith, 
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Andrew J. Garvey, James H. Ingersoll, E. A. Wood- 
ward, Charles H. Jacobus, Kennard & Hay, Edward 
Marrener, Edward Boyle, and the Erie Railroad, through 
Gould or Fisk, Charles H. Jacobus, Henry Smith, and in 
fact almost every one connected at that time with the far- 
nishing of supplies to the city or county were called upon 
to advance money with which to bribe the members of the 
Legielature. Large sums of money, evidence of which in 
the shape of checks Tweed has now in his possession, 
were also raised by notes made either by Tweed and Con- 
nolly, and indorsed by Ilugh Smith, or made by Connolly 
and Smith, and indorsed by Tweed, which were discounted 
in the Broadway National Bank. With this money 
the requisite number of members of the Assembly were 
obtained, the inoney being, as it seems, disbursed by A. 
D. Barber, a notorious “ lobbyist,” and his employees. 
Tweed, as he says, manipulated the Senate himself. He 
mentions Norris Winslow, Wm. B. Woodin, Theodore L. 
Minier, George Bowen, James Wovd, William Cauldwell, 
Thoinas J. Creamer, and Michael J. Norton, as Senators to 
whom he either paid moncy directly or compensated for 
their votes in other ways. Under these influences the 
Charter passed, and under the same influences insertions in 
the tax-levy were obtained, one of which gave the power 
to the Mayor, Comptroller, and the then President of 
the Board of Snpervisors (Hall, Connolly, and Tweed), 
to audit liabilities against the County of New York in- 
curred previous to the passage of the act. As purchased 
by him to aid by their vote in the passage of the tax-levy, 
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Tweed inentions Senators Wm. M. Graham, Wm. H. Brand, 
A. V. Harpending, Theodore L. Mivier, George Bowen, and 
James Wood. The Committee have been unable to obtain 
the names of members of the Assembly whose votes were 
purchased at that session. An immense amount of money 
was raised and expended in this way. To A.D. Barber alone, 
Tweed says he paid for such distribution about $600,000. 
After the passage of the Charter, through the influence 
of the Ring, an act was passed abolishing the then Board 
of Supervisors, and creating a new Board, and thus moat 
of the leaders of the “ Young Democracy ” were legislated 
out of office. 


Tweed testifies that he has always understood that the 
provision in the tax-levy confirming the audit power 
upon Ilall, Tweed, and Connolly was prepared by 
A. Oakey Hall, and was primarily intended as a means 
whereby they and their friends could get back the large 
aimonnt of money they had expended in Albany in oppos- 
ing the “ Young Democracy,” and in passing the charter 
and subsequent acts. As part payment for his services, 
Barber was retained and re-appointed Deputy Collector of 
Assessments, the duties of which he was never called upon 
to perform, but from which he drew not less than $10,000 
per annum, and often $15,000. This alone to Barber, 
while other professional lobbyists, and officials, drew 
salaries without the necessity of laboring, out of the City 
Treasury. 


The Charter of 1870 was a purely Democratic measure 
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which, nevertheless, every Republican Senator but one 
voted for. 


BOARD OF AUDIT OF 1870. 


After the Board of Audit of 1870 had been appointed 
in compliance with the statute, they agreed among them- 
selves that they would require of all persons who dealt 
with the city in any way (except a few whom they feared 
to approach) to adil fifty per cent. to the trne face of their 
bills. The other fifty per cent. being intended for distri- 
bution among the members of the Board. 


The consummation of this plan was left to Connolly and 
Tweed, who selected James Watson and E. A. Woodward 
to prepare the bills and to deduct and distribute the per- 
centages. It was nu matter of concern to any of these 
persons whether the bills preseuted and approved had an LY 
foundatiun in fact or not, although it was presumed that 
they would usually have some basis. Ata mecting held 
at Peter B. Sweeuey’s rooms in the Delavan House, in 
Albany, in 1870, Sweeney, Connolly, Hall, and Tweed 
being present, it was agreed that ten per cent. of this 
reserved fifty per cent should be paid to Tweed, ten to 
Connolly, ten to James M. Sweeney for his brother Peter 
B. Sweency, and ten to James M. Sweeney or lluch Smith 
for A. Oakey Hall. Of the other ten per cent. one-half 
was to be divided between Watson and Woodward for 
their services, and the other five per cent. was to be held 
by Watson and Woodward as a sinking fund for expenses, 
sach as for purchasing legislation. 
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SECOND ARRANGEMENT. 


After the first batch of bills had been paid, Conuolly 
became dissatisfied because he was not to receive a larger 
percentage. He declared that the thing could not be 
done without him, and Tweed reminded hiin that it could 
not be done without him either; so they agreed to compel 
persons presenting bills to accept one-third of the face of 
the bill instead of one-half, and that Connolly should receive 
twenty per cent., Tweed twenty-five per cent., Sweeney ten 
per cent., and Hall was informed that in consequence _ 
of the great expense:incurred in Albany, their shares 
would each have to be reduced to five per cent. Tall, 
thereafter, under the belief they were all getting the same 
amount, received only five per cent. The rest went to 
Woodward and Watson. The details of the process 
through which a bill passed from the time it was presented 
until paid, and the way in which the percentages were 
paid to the Ring, and the residue to the claimant, is fully 
explained in the testimony of E. A. Woodward, whose 
especial business it was, in connection with James 
Watson, to attend to those matters. In regard to these 
divisions, Tweed testified as having direct knowledge of 
them, and his testimony was directly confirmed by Wood- 
ward and Ingersoll, and indirectly by other witnesses. 


POWER OF THE RING. 


With the City Government in their hands, the Legisla- 
tare under their control, and the City Treasury at their com- 
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mand, the Ring was now at the height of their power. 
They did not even hesitate to change the will of the peo- 
ple as expressed at elections, whenever such change 
seemed to them desirable. The bench of the Supreme 
Court ceased, under their inflnence, to preserve its parity, 
and no one whio refused to submit to their dictation had 
the slightest chance for political preferment. To snch an 
extent had rascality become prevalent that even in the 
Assembly of this State, certain members organized a 
band for the express purpose of selling their votes, and 
were known as “The Black Horse Cavalry.” Persons 
who performed no service for the city, but who were ser- 
viceable to the Ring for. purely political purposes, were 
placed upon the pay rolls as city or connty officials and 
supported from the public treasury. 


Several pretended attempts of self-styled reformers to 
expose this disgraceful combination were easily dealt 
with by the simple expedient of giving them fat offices. 


AMOUNT STOLEN. 


Mr. Tuintor testifies that between January 1, 1868, 
and July 1, 1871, so far as he has developed the matter, 
$30,000,000 were frandulently diverted from the treasury 
by the corrupt practices of the Ring, and that this does 
not include the amount stolen by the Ring in the Board 
of Supervisors. Letween 1860 and 1866. It is safe to 
assuine that from 1860 until July, 1871, the people of 
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this city have been robbed to the extent of fifty millions 
of dollars at least. 


THE EXPOSURE AND DOWNFALL OF THE BING. 


In the Spring of 1871, and when the operations of the 
Ring had reached this enormous magnitude, they were 
suddenly brought to light through the columns of one of 
the city journals, which published not only an outline of 
the facts heretofore recited, but also an accurate list of the 
principal persons who had been engaged in the frauds. 
Public attention was at once fixed upon this all-absorbing 
subject, and every possible device was suggested whereby 
might be assured the arrest of the thieves and the recovery 
of the millions stolen by them. There was a very wide- 
spread feeling of distrust manifested towards the law 
officers then in office, and several associations of citizens 
were formed, who assumed to take the prosecution of 
these offenders into their own hands. Committees were ap- 
pointed, the most eminent counsel—selected from both 
political parties—were retained, accountants and detectives 
were employed, and a formidable campaign was com- 
menced, having for its object the condign and speedy 
punishment of the thieves, and the wresting from them their 
ill-gotten gains. At that time every member of the Ring, 
with possibly one exception, held large amounts of real estate 
in and near the city, which could neither be sold nor taken 
away, and it seemed sure not only that the villains 
would be sent to the State prison, but that the city would 
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regain at leat a respectable portion of the vact sume of 
which it had been mbbed. Certamly, no expanse was 
spared for the aceomplishment of this end—as will be ceen 
in the acerunts stated below—buat vour Committee regret 
to esy that. in their opinion, the results have been unattis. 
factory an] meager in the extreme. 


At present all the thieves, with one single exception, 
are at large. ~-veral of them are living in and near New 
York, in elegant ease, if not in ostentatious luxury, and all 
of them claim entire immunity from all sorts of suits or 
demands from the City or the People, on the ground that 
they have all been used as witnesses. Some dozen of 
the thieves have thus been let loose upon the community, 
in order that they might be used as witnesses against one 
or two of the others. 


Nor hax the pecuniary result of these suits been any 
more satirfactory. 


The eminent counsel which had been especially retained 
ty conduct these prosecutions originally began them in the 
name of the People of the State instead of in the name of 
the Mayor, ete., of the City of New York. In those 
actions warrants of arrest were obtained against several of 
the principal members of the Ring, and bail bonds in large 
amounts were given by them. All of these action» failed 
because the Court of Appeals held that the right of action 
was not in the State but in the municipality. 
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Thereupon the Legislature passed an act—chapter 49 of 
the Laws of 1875—>practically transferring to the State the 
cause of action to recover moneys frandulently obtained 
from the city, and new actions were begun. Meanwhile 
much invaluable time had been lost, the bail-bonds taken 
in the original actions were, of course, not available, and 
the defendants had taken care to go where no new bail- 
bonds could be exacted of them. 


The following is a statement of the pecuniary result of 
all the ‘‘ Ring suits” up to the present date: 


Amounts paid to the city from James Wat- 


BONS CALALO. fe vere hens sc eek Coe eee $558,000 00 
By EA -W oodward.. 235... 32.2 2-03 00% 151,779 16 
By Peter B. Sweeney, nominally from his 

brother's estate: . 20/6 was hs es ee 406,562 20 


Interest allowed by the Trust Co. on deposits 3,183 90 


$1,119,525 26 
Deduct amount of legal expenses 


paid by the Comptroller 
of the City of New York, 
from March 13, 1872, to 
March 25.18 77r-252)0.2)0ha.01els $194,098 12 
Ditto paid by the Attorney 
Greneral, from March 14, 
1876, to Dee. 17, IST7.... 49,154 60 
| -—— $943,983 49 


wing the total net amount recovered 
the city to be... 2.0 ............. $876,941 84 


a 
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It will be remarked that, except the amount received 
from Woodward, al] this money has been recovered from 
the estates of two dead men, and that none of it was col- 
lected on execution, but in pursuance of “ compromises.” 
And yet the law expenses have aggregated more than 25 
per cent. of the total amount recovered. 


Of the item charged as “legal expenses,” Mr. Taintor, 
the accountant, received the sum of $79,729.44, besides 
salaries for his assistants and clerks, which your Committee 
are forced to conclude was excessive remuneration for the 
services rendered. 


A complete list of the actions which have been com- 
menced in behalf of the Corporation or of the People is 
hereunto appended, in which is set out the date of the 
commencement of each suit, the cause of action, the 
amount involved, the name of the attorney representing 
the City or the People, and, as far as practicable, the 
present status of the litigations. 


An examination of this list abundantly shows that the 
energy with which these suits seem to have been prosecuted 
at first has in very many cases entirely expended itself, and 
that for the last two or three years very little seems to 
have been accomplished in the progress of these cases, with 
a view either to the recovery of the stolen money or the 
prosecution of the thieves. 
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Two of these suits have been finally disposed of within a 
few months past, and one of them not until after the greater 
part of the evidence relating to them had been made pub- 
lic. These cases are: “The People ve. Coman,” and “ The 
People vs. Peter B. Sweeney.” “The People ve. Coman ” 
was discontinued by the representatives of the Attorney- 
General (Messrs. Barlow & Olney) on the day set for its 
trial, on the ground that theevidence for the People was 
not strong enough to warrant them in going to trial. 
Your Committee find it difficult to understand this state- 
ment in the light of the evidence taken before them, and 
they are clearly of opinion that the case should have been 
tried. . 


The case of the People vs. Peter B. Sweeney was settled 
‘in a very curious and somewhat incomprehensible way. 
It was discontinued upon the defendant agreeing to pay the 
sum of $400,000 “ from the estate of his deceased brother, 
James M. Sweeney.” The motive of the defendant in de- 
siring his settlement to take this form is clear. He under. 
took by this mean subterfuge to save some shred of his 
own reputation at the expense of that of his dead brother. 
The reason why the representative of the Attorney 
General (Mr. Wheeler H. Peckham) was willing to dis- 
continue the prosecution on this extraordinary ground is 
not so clear. It was based upon technical grounds, which 
are set forth in his testimony. But in the opinion of your 
Committee the result of it was to deprive the prosecution 
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of Peter B. Sweeney of every particle of moral effect, 
which it was at least as desirable to preserve as it was for 
the City to recover the paltry and inadequate modicum of 
the stolen millions. At the time that this long and expen- 
sive litigation was thus ended there was no doubt in the 
minds ofthe community, nor in the minds of the repre- 
sentatives of the Attorney General, that Peter B. Sweeney 

was guilty of the frauds on account of which he had been 
sued, and the testimony of Tweed and of Woodward has 
made it entirely apparent, to your Committee at least, even 
if there had been any doubt on the subject theretofore, that 
Peter B. Sweeney had not only been a member of the Ring 
and a participator in all the Ring frauds, but that he had been 
perhaps the most despicable and dangerous, because the 

* best educated and most cunning, of the entire gang. Your 
Committee caused a subpoena to be served on Peter B. 
Sweeney, commanding him to come before them to testify ; 
but instead of obeying the subpoena, he caused a certain 
stipulation to be submitted which had been entered into 
between himself and the Counsel for the People, by which 
he had been guaranteed immunity from any sort of pro- 
cess or from “ molestation” at the hands of the People or 
the Corporation, under the then existing circumstances, 
And your Committee were therefore reluctantly obliged to 
abandon their intention of examining him. 
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ACTIONS AGAINST THE CITY. 


There are also at issue a number of suits against the 
city, all of which are more or less intimately connected 
with, or growing out of, the fraudulent practices of the 
“Ring,” for sums of money which, in the aggregate, amount 
to nearly $3,000,000. 


Of these the principal are the following: “ Baird vs. The 
Mayor,” better known as the “ Navarro Water Meter Suit,” 
in which the amount claimed is about $1,000,000 ; ‘* Nelson 
vs. The Mayor,” an action to recover upon a certain 
contract to furnish sewer-pipes, in which the amount 
claimed is about $54,500; four suits brought by E. Jones 
& Co., the stationers whom Tweed testifies used to furnish 
the members of the Ring with “everything in the world” 
and charge them to the city as stationery, in which the 
amounts claimed aggregate $801,860, with from seven to 
nine years interest ; the “Tenth National Bank vs. The 
Mayor, on a claim for $250,000, and “ Monheimer vs. The 
Mayor” on a claim for over $300,000. 


As to all these suits Tweed testifies that they are based 
upon frauds, and that the city has and can prove by him 
and other witnesses whom he can point out, a good and 
valid defence to them. 


In most of these cases Tweed set forth in detail wherein 
these frauds consist and what should be, in the light of his 
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information, the nature of the defence, but as to the 
Navarro Water Meter Case and certain others, the Com- 
mittee were requested by counsel for the city not to exam- 
ine in detail, they stating that they had examined Tweed 
privately and considered his information important and 
‘pertinent, but not such as could prudently be made public 
during the pendency of the suits. 


The case of “ Monheiiner vs. The Mayor” deserves some- 
thing more than a passing enumeration. The claim upon 
which this action is based was one made by James 
O’Brien for certain official services, said to have been 
rendered by him when Sheriff of the County of New 
York. Tweed testities that shortly after the first exposure 
of the Ring frauds, aud while as yet the thieves were hope- 
ful of saving themselves, he was approached by Francia 
M. Bixby with a proposition from O’Brien that he, Tweed, 
should purchase one-half of this claim, and promising that, 
in return, O’Brien would use certain influence which he 
claimed to possess, to protect Tweed from prosecution. 
The proposal was accepted, and Tweed purchased one. 
half the claim for the sun of $150,000, and took an as- 
sigoinent in writing for the same, which he still holds. 
Monheimer signed this assignment as witness, and yet 
subsequently brought suit on this same claim, as ussizuee 
of O’Brien. Tweed also testifies that he was informed 
ut the time he took tho assignment of one-half the claim that 
Richard B. Connolly had taken an assignment of the other 
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half of it, on similar assurances from O’Brien and Bixby, 
and that consequently no part of this claim has any sort 
of validity. Tweed stated to your Committee that he 
was ready to assign his half of the claim to the City of 
New York. 


From this statement it will be seen that Monheimer 
never had nor could he have ever had the slightest interest 
in this claim, and that his suit against the city is a simple 
attempt to add another to the long list of “ Ring frauds.” 


The disposition and present status of these Ring suits 
forces your Committee to the conclusion that the substitu- 
tion of private persons and voluntary associations for the 
regular and responsible officers of the law, even when 
those persons and associations are above the breath of re- 
proach, by no means assures reform in govermental affairs ; 
but that it rather tends to a divided responsibility and to 
spasmodic action, which, although energetic in the begin- 
ning, is apt soon to degenerate and finally to become careless 
and utterly inefficient. 


The theory upon which the prosecutions against the Ring 
were commenced seems to have been that the matter of prime 
importance was to punish the thieves and to render their 
crimes odious to the public, and that the question of the 
recovery of the money was of altogether secondary impor- 
tance. Mr. O’Conor, while he continued as counsel for 
the People, always insisted on this view. 
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This is the reason assigned why there were no more vigor- 
ous efforts made at first to secure the property of the Ring 
men. Everything was devoted to punishing the thieves 
themselves. Taking advantage of this state of things, they 

» immediately devoted themselves carefully to the task of 
putting their effects beyond reach of the law. Thus in 
the beginning the city failed to recover the stolen property, 
in the singleness of its purpose to catch and punish the 
robbers. 


But when this property had all been spirited away, a 
change of policy (Mr. O’Conor having retired) was deter- 
mined upon by the representatives of the people. The 
prime object now seems to have been the recovery of 
the stolen money, and compromises were freely entered 
into with any members of the Ring who were willing to 
purchase freedom and immunity from prosecution with a 
portion of their ill-gotten gains. Of course, as the bulk of 
their property was by this time far beyond the jurisdiction 
of our courts, the people were obliged to be content with 
just what sums of money the persons desiring immunity 
were willing to pay for it, so that now, in order to recover 
a part of the stolen money, the prosecutions against the 
& thieves were abandoned. The combined result of the two 
policies has been, therefore, to release almost every member 
of this gang, and to leave them to the quiet enjoyment of 
a very considerable portion of the money of which they 
had robbed the treasury, to the scandalization of all good 
citizens, and the degradation in the eyes of the commy 


35 


nity of the processes of the law. This condition of things 
could hardly have come about if the people, through their 
proper law officers, had prosecuted these suits with a fixed 
and well-considered policy or plan of operations. 

Mr. O’Conor’s theory that the prime object of the 
prosecutions should have been to punish the Ring thieves 
criminally and not to permit the prosecutions to degenerate 
into mere collection suits, was undoubtedly the correct 
one. 

There is no crime more odious, infamous, and disastrous 
in its far-reaching results upon society, than is that of 
public and private official breach of trust, and very severe 
punishment should uniformly and universally be adminis- 
tered upon all such criminals, as an example and warning 
to deter others from committing like offences. To com- 
pound such a crime is against public policy and destruc- 
tive of public virtue. It is therefore the unanimons judg- 
ment of your Committee that every one of these Ring 
thieves which it was possible to capture should have been 
as severely punished as the law wonld permit, and that 
such of them as it was not possible to arrest ought to have 
been branded as public plunderers and thieves and left to 
die in foreign lands as banished criminals. In the opinion 
of your Committee the prosecuting officers have made a 
very serious mistake in granting immunity from punish- 
ment to a single one of these criminals, either for a 
moneyed consideration or on any other pretext. The prece- 
dent is a bad one. It is saying to all officials, steal all you 
can, and if you will return a portion, you may keep the 
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balance and be admitted back to live in peace and quiet- 

%nees in that society whose rights, you have outraged, and 
may enjoy the balance of the plunder and go unpunished. 
It is respectfully submitted that the manner in which 
most or these Ring thieves have been treated has,done 
almost as much to demoralize society as have the crimes 
they committed. 


KEYS8ER’8 ASSIGNMENT TO 8HULTZ. 


There is one other incident to which your Committee 
fee) bound to call the attention of your Honorable Board. 
Owing toa happy accident the frandulent vonchers for 
payments made to John H. Keyser escaped the burglar- 
ions destruction which overtook the rest. The evidence 
therefore of Keyser’s guilt was from the first absolutely 
apparent. At this time there was prominent among the 
reformers Mr. Jackson H. Shultz, a gentleman who 
held no official position, bnt who devoted much time and 
attention to the campaign against the “ Ring.” Keyser’s 
guilt being so clearly proved that he could not even pre- 
tend to deny it, he at once set abont making terms with 
the representatives of the people. He was compelled to 
place his books of accounts at the disposal of the lawyers 
who at that time were engaged in examining into the 
frands, and he pretended to be willing to tell all he knew 
and to make such restitution as he could. An exami. 
nation of his books showed that he had bills against certain 
other members of the Ring, and against other persons who 
were suspected to have been in sume degree participators 
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in the frauds. These claims he was induced to assign to 
Jackson S. Shnitz nnder a deed of trust which begins 
with a recital in these words as follows: “Whereas, I 
John H. Keyser, of the City of New York, am indebted 
unto the County of New York, and aleo unto the City of 
New York in divers sums of money, which snms of money 
I desire to pay or secure to be paid.” Then follows the 
formal assignment of certain enumerated claims to Jack- 
sop H. Shultz; and the instrument concludes as follows: 


“ This assignment or transfer is made to said Shultz for 
the following uses and purposes, that is to say, said Shultz 
is to collect and enforce said claims, demands, causes of 
actions, debts and moneys, and ont of the proceeds thereof 
shall first pay the legal and reasonable expenses of col- 
lection, and out of the balance, or net proceeds thereof, 
shall pay unto the City of New York and also unto the 
County of New York, snch sums of money as I shall be 
found, upon a fair or just and fair accounting and allow- 
ance of legal proofs and offseta, to owe unto said city or 
county, or either of them. . 


‘‘New York, October 6, 1871. 
“ In presence of “ Joun IJ, Kuyexr. 
“ Francis C. Bartow.” 


These assigned claims were put by Shultz into the 
hands of Messrs. Barlow & Olney for collection. Some 
$60,000 was actually collected by them and paid over 
—less their fees—from time to time to Shultz. 
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Before the claims had all been collected Shultz began 
to lend the trust money to Keyser in sums of $5,000 and 
under, and this he continued to do unti] Keyser had actu- 
ally received the entire fund. At some period during 
this series of loans, Keyser gave Shnitz certain mort- 
gages to secnre them, but the mortgages were cecond 

liens, and lie:.s upon lease-hold property which turned ont 
to have been absolutely worthless. 

It is claimed by Mr. Shultz that he paid the money back 
to Keyser, becanse he could not get the Comptroller-—-Mr. 
Andrew H. Green—to settle the account of the city with 
Keyser, but the fact that the loans to heyser began even 

; before the whole of the claims were collected, makes this 
explanation difficult for yonr Committee to comprehend, 
and it is only necessary to refer to the deed of trust itself 
to perceive that there was no doubt in Keyser’s mind that 
he owed the city some money; the only matter to deter. 
mine being the amount of that indebtedness. Your Com- 
inittee have set out this particlar traneaction thus at large, 
because here, at least, seems to be presented a case out of 
which it may be possible to recover some of the stolen 
money. 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS. 


In conclusion your Committee beg leave to express a 
hope that your Honorable Body will not find their laborg 
altogether fruitless. Your Committee are of opinion that 
they have brought sutticient evidence to light toenable the 
Corporation successfully to defend actions now pending 
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Against them to an amount aggregating at least two millions 
of dollars. They also are of opinion that they have made it 
sufficiently plain that there are no insuperable legal obsta- 
cles in the way, even now, of a vigorous prosecution of 
such of the Ring thieves as are still living in our midst, 
in the enjoyment of their stolen goods. In this connection 
your Committee beg to call your attention especially to the 
following persons who have made no sort of restitution, 
and yet who are living in this community in the enjoyment 
of more or less of the proceeds of their frauds against the 
treasury, namely: James H. Ingersoll, whois confessedly 
not very badly off ; Andrew J. Garvey, who lives in astyle 
none but a wealthy man could support ; John H. Keyser, 
who, although professing to be a bankrupt, is probably very 
far removed from that condition, and whose prosecution 
would at least determine the ownership of the Shultz 
trust fund; A. Oakey Hall, whose participation in these 
® frauds seem to your Committee not to admit of a reasona- 
ble doubt ; J. McBride Davidson and Hugh Smith, who, 
your Committee are clearly of opinion, also participated in 
these frauds, and who avoided the service of a subpoena ~ 
by leaving the juriediction during this investigation. 
Another one of these Ring thieves, to whom your atten- 
tion is especially directed, is Albert A. Woodward. This 
man has made a sort of restitution, and claims to have 
been accorded a sort of immunity against further prosecu- 
tion. In the opinion of your Committee, the restitution 
by him of $150,000 was altogether inadequate, and was 
vastly more than counter-balanced by the release from 
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the punishment he so richly deserved of one of the very 
worst members of the Ring. The bearing of this man 
before the Committee was simply revolting. He declared 
that under like cirenmstances he would again commit the 
frauds to which he unbloshingly confessed, and altogether 
conducted himself as if his robberies had been meritorious 
business transactions. 


Whether or not the so-called “settlement” of Wvuod- 
ward really protects him from further prosecution your 
Committee cannot determine, but of one thing they are 
convinced, that any sentimental treatment of this man 
would be worse than out of place, and a positive injustice 
both to this community, and to that in which he lives. 


Your Committee respectfully suggest that your Honor- 
able Board furnish the Attorney General of the State 
with a copy of the testimony taken in the course of thig 
investigation, and of this report, and that yon earnest] y 
request him to take immediate and active steps to punish 
those of the Ring thieves who have heretofore escaped , 
and either to compel them to make such restitution as ig 
now possible, or else to rid the community whom they 
have robbed of their presence. 


All of which, together with the testimony, is respectful] y 
submitted. 
SAMUEL A. LEWIS, 
RUFUS B. COWING, 
J. J. SLEVIN. 


TESTIMONY. 


Minutes of the Proceedings of. the Aldermanic 
Ccmmittee in the matter of the Investigation of 
the Ring Frauds. 


THE RESOLUTION. 


The Committee was appointed under the following 
resolution : 


Whereas, The debt and liabilities of the City and 
County of New York were enormously increased during 
the period from 1868 to 1872, through the frauds and 
machinations of conspirators forming an organization 
known as the “Tweed Ring,” and their agents and 
abettors; and 


Whereas, It is believed that a large amount of such debt 
and liabilities was during such period fraudulently incurred 
by the connivance and co-operation of the heads of certain 
Departments of the city government and other officers 
thereof, the members of the Board of Supervisors of the 
County then existing, the members of the Buard of Audit, 
appointed by a special act of the Legislature in the year 
1870, and other persons associated with them, through 
alleged claims allowed and audited and payments of moneys 


made from the Treasury and funds belonging to the City 
and County of New York; and 


Whereas, The City ard County of New York are the 
real parties in interest in all suits and legal proceedings 
which have been or may be instituted against any of said 
persons for their punishment and the recovery of the 
moneys 80 fraudulently obtained and received by them, by 
the legal officers representing the Corporation or the State 
of New York; and 


Whereas, The amount of moneys hitherto recovered 
from and punishment inflicted on such conspirators and 
their agents and abettors are comparatively insignificant 
and wholly insufficient to satiefy the demands of justice 
and reimburse the City Treasury for the moneys thus 
fraudulently obtained and received by them; and 


Whereas, All the facts and particulars relating to such 
criminal and fraudulent acts should be fully ascertained 
and known, and every effort possible should be made to 
compel all pereons in any manner concerned therein, either 
as principals or agents and abettors, to repay the moneys 
received by each and all of them; and 


Whereas, Actions and proceedings at law have been 
instituted in behalf of the Corporation of the City of New 
York, and of the State of New York, and are still pending, 
against certain persons implicated in said fraudulent acta, 
for the purpose of recovering from them the moneys thus 
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fraudulently obtained and received from the Treasury of 
the City and County of New York, in the following 


entitled cases and amounts, to wit: 


Commenced. 
July 10, 1874. The Mayor, etc., vs. The National Broad- 


way BOI 5, 56% tics Gs eieeeReenew’s <0 $6,504,000 00 


July 18, 1874. The Mayor, etc., vs. Thomas W. Roe..... 


Oct. 31, 1874. The Mayor, etc., vs. Alexander Brandon. . 
31, 1874. The Mayor, etc., vs. Archibald Hall, Jr.. 


31, 1874. The Mayor, eto., vs. Wm. F. Blanck and 
BNOUNOL 3). 593 Osta heeds Sisieinie wake 

Nov. 5, 1874. The Mayor, etoc., vs. Morgan Jones....... 
5, 1874. The Mayor, etc., vs. Danicl Berrien...... 

5, 1874. The Mayor, etc., vs. Edward Marrener and 


Jan. 11, 1875. The Mayor, etc., vs. J. A. Monaghan..... 
22, 1875. The Mayor, etc., vs. Geo. S. Miller....... 

May 20, 1875. The Mayor, eto, vs. Edward Jones..... 0 
Aug. 27, 1874. The Mayor, etc., va. William Haw, Jr., 
Edward A. Morse, and Forbes Holland. 

Jan.12, 1877, The Mayor, etc., vs. Ira A. Allen and H. EB 


M. Tweed..... ace cremeinss 1 < Meche 
June 7, 1875. The People of the State of New York ve. 
Cummings H. Tucker.............. ee 
Nov.20, 1875. ‘Che People of the State of New York ve, 
Wiliam M. Tweed (No. 2).........2. : 
May 16, 1870. The People of the State of New York vs. 
Richard B. Connolly....... aay esse wee 
Aug. 5, 1876. The People of the State of New York va. 
John O'Donnell ........seeeeesenee we 


200,107 78 
22,878 00 
185,108 62 
18,240 00 
350,000 00 
175,000 00 
550,000 00 
500,000 00 


70,549 85 
69,826 94 


200,698 61, 
6,198,957 85 


033,640 44 


348,287 40 
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Now, therefore, for the purpose of aiding and assisting 
the officers of the law engaged in the prosecution of such 
legal proceedings as are now pending, or which may be 
hereafter commenced against any of said persons, and the 
recovery of all the moneys thus fraudulently obtained and 
received by them, or any of them; 


Resolved, That a Committee of three members of this’ 
Board be appointed by the President, the duty of which 
Committee it shall be to investigate thoroughly all the facts 
and circumstances connected with the organization known 
as the “ Tweed Ring,” and its fraudulent acts, and ascertain 
and report to this Board, at as early a date as practicable, 
a statement in full of the results of its investigation, includ- 
ing the names of all persons, and their official title, and the 
position and relation of all persons who were in any man- 
ner connected with said organization, or said acts; the 
origin and history of all schemes and methods of operation, 
and the dates, amounts, and nature of all claims and trans- 
actions by and throngh which moneys were fraudulently 
obtained and received from the Treasury of the City and 
County of New York by them or any of them; the names 
and acts of the Board of Supervisors, then existing and 
connected therewith; the names and acts of the Board of 
Audit of 1870, and the origin and history thereof—present- 
ing in such report a complete account, as far as practicable, 
of any and all persons and acts by which moneys were 
fravdulently abstracted from the Treasury of the City and 
County of New York, and their indebtedness was increased 
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during said period, from the year 1868 to 1872; also to 
examine into the facts, if any such exist, whether any per- 
son or persons, since any legal proceedings have been 
instituted azainst any of said persons, have been in any 
manner instrumental in shielding or protecting them from 
punishment, or in defeating the prosecution of said actions, 
and preventing the recovery of the moneys fraudulently 
obtained and received by them, and report to this Board 
the names of such persons and the time and manner of 
such interference with the cause of justice. 


Resolved, That the Corporation Counsel be and he is 
hereby authorized to detail one of his assistants to aid the 
Committee appointed under the above regolution. 


Adopted by the Board of Aldermen, July 19, 1877. 
Approved by the Mayor, July 28, 1877. 


FRANCIS J. TWOMEY, 
Clerk Common Council. 


The President of the Board of Aldermen appointed as 
such Committee— 


Alderman Samvrt A. Lewis, 
ef James J. Sievin, and 
“ Rurvs B. Cowine. 


FIRST DAY. 


ORGANIZATION, 


Aveusr 21, 1877—2 ». um 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
‘ SLEvIN, 
id CowIna. 


By Alderman Lewis — 

Alderman Lewis, as Chairman, called the Committee 
to order, and stated that the Counsel to the Corporation 
had aseigned as counsel to the Committee, in accordance 


with the resolution of the Board of Aldermen, his assist- 
ant, ven L. Cog, Esquire. 


Alderman S.rEvin moved that the Counsel to the Com- 
mittee be requested to advise the Committee whether it 
has power to compel persons to appear before it and testify, 
and especially whether William M. Tweed can be com- 
pelled so to do, and, if so, as to the most appropriate 
measures to effoct that result. Which was adupted. 


Alderman Cowme moved that when the Committee ad- 
journ it do so until Monday, September 8, at 2 o'clock 
p.m Adopted. 


Alderman Srevin moved that the Committee do now 
adjourn. Which was adopted. 


Whereupon the Chairman announced that the Commit- 
tee stood adjourned until August 30, 1877. 


SECOND DAY. 


Avaust 80, 1877. 
Present—Alderman Lewrs, 
eae Stevi, 
S Cow1na. 


Mr. Huon L. Corr, Assistant to the Connsel to the Cor- 
poration, and special Counsel to the Committee, in compli- 
avce with the resolution adopted on August 21st, reported 
that he had examined the law relative to the power of the 
Committee to send for persons and papers, and that he 
was of opinion that, both by recent legislation, and slso by 
the power vested in the Common Council by the ancient 
charters of the city of New York, that the Common 
Council (or a committee thereof) had power to require 
the attendance of witnesses and to compel them to testify 
concerning all matters which related to the government of 
the city, the official acts of its officers, and all matters 
tending to enlighten the City government with reference 
to appropriate legislation for the government thereof. He 
advised that the Committee forthwith apply to a justice of 
Supreme Court for a summons directed to such persons as 
the Committee desired to examine, and in case any such 
persons were incarcerated, that the Committee also apply 
to a justice of Supreme Court for a writ of Aabeas corpus 
ad testificandum. 


Alderman Cowine moved that the Chairman of the 
Committee apply for a summons directed to William M. 
Tweed, commanding him to come before the Committee 
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and testify, and also for a writ of habeas corpus ad 
testificandum directed to the Sheriff of the County, 
commanding him to produce the said William M. Tweed 
at next mecting of the Committee. Which was adopted. 


Alderman Stevix moved that when the Committee 
adjourns, they do so until Monday, September 3, at 2 
rp. a. Which was adopted. 


Alderman Cowine moved that the Committee do now 
adjourn. Which was adopted. 


Whereupon the Chairman announccd that the Committee 
etood adjourned tiil Monday, September 3, at 2 P. m. 


THIRD DAY. 


Sepreuber 3, 1S77. 
Present— Alderman Lewis, 
a Sukvin, 
e Cowina. 


The minutes of last mecting read and approved. 


Mr. Corr, Counsel to Committea, stated that in obedi- 
ence to the resolution of the Cuimittee, le had applied 
for and obtained a summons directed to Win. M. Tweed, 
commanding him to appear before the Committee as a 
witness, and also a writ of haheat corpus ad testificendum, 
requiring the Shoriff to produce the said Wm. M. Tweed 
before the sail Committee. And in compliance therewith 
the witness, Tweed, was now present 
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Mr. Cuvrcn, clerk in oftice of John D. Townsend, Esq., 
then arose and sa'd: “On behalf of Mr. John D. Town- 
eend, who is Mr. Tweed’s connsel, I respectfully submit 
to the Committee that Mr. Townsend is ill and confined 
to his bed, and I therefore request that the Committce 
shall not proceed with the examination of Wm. M. Tweed 
at this time.” Mr. Church produced a certificate of Dr. 
W. J. Ilartly to the effect that Mr. Townsend would not 
be able to leave his house for the next three days. 

Mr. Core said, “1 consider it exceedingly unfortunate 
that this examination should be postponed, but under the 
circumstances of the case I hardly feel at liberty to oppose 
the request of Mr. Townsend.” 

Alderman Cowme remarked that it was not necessary 
that a witness should have connsel at an examination of 
this kind. 

Mr. Cote responded—“ Ordinarily not ; but in a mat- 
ter of this nature questions will arise to which answers 
might tend to criminate the witness, in which case he 
would be entitled to the benefit of counsel. For that 
purpose only.” 

Alderman Cowrne inquired whether the writ handed to 
the Sheriff required him to produce the witness from day 
to day? 

Mr. Cote replied—* No; I shonld have to apply for 
another writ.” 

Alderman Cow1xe moved that when the Committee 
adjourn, it adjourn to Thursday next, September 6th, at 
2 py. mu, and that counsel to Committee be instructed to 
issue new papers to bring Mr. Twecd here as a witness, 
at the next meeting, and to provide for his cuntinuous 
examination before the Cominittce. 
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Alderman Suevin moved that the Committee do now 
adjourn. Adopted. ‘ 


Whereupon the Chairman announced that the Oom- 
mittee stood adjourned till Thursday, 6th, at 2 p. . 


FOURTH DAY. 


SzpremBer 6, 1877—2:15 Pp. we. 


Present—Alderman Lewis. 
sf SLEVIN, 
& Cowina. 


Meeting called to order by Chairman. 


Minutes of last meeting directed to be read. Minutes 
read. 


Mr. Cote—I see Mr. Townsend is now present. We 
will proceed with the examination of the witness, Tweed. 
Mr. Tweed will you rise and be sworn ? 


(Witness sworn.) 


Mr. Corse—Mr. Chairman, I think, for convenience 
sake, that the witness, as well as tho examining counsel 
might be allowed to sit. 


Cratzman—lI have no objection to that. 


Examination by Mr. Corx: 


Q. I believe you are not a native of the State of New 
York, Mr. Tweed ? 


A. IT am, sir. 
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Q. When did you first enter into public life? 

A. In 1852, I think, sir. 

Q. Did you hold an office in 1852 ? 

A. 1 was Alderman in 1852 and 1853. 

Q. What other offices have you ever held in the City 
and County of New York? 

A. I have been Supervisor, Commissioner of the loard 
of Education, Representative in Congress, and State 
Senator. 

Q. Will you be kind enongh to state during what 
period you held each of these offices respectively ? 

A. I was Alderman during the years 1852 and 1853; 
member of Congress from the fourth of March, 1853, to 
the fourth of March, 1855; member of the Board of 
Education in 1855 and 1856; I am not quite certain about 
that, 1 think it was 1856, and Supervisor from 1857 to 
1870, and Senator from 1863 to 1871, inclusive ; I was, 
aleo, Deputy Street Commissioner from 1863 to 1870, and 
Commissioner of Public Works in 1870 and 1871. 

Q. You were a member of the Board of Supervisors 
from the year 1857 to 1870? ‘Ss 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As the law then stood, what were the duties of the 
Board of Supervisors of this County, with reference tuo 
financial matters ? 

_ A. Took charge of all county matters and raised the 
tax. 

Q. Now, referring to the Board of Supervisors during 
the time yon were a member of it, was there any com- 
bination or understanding between any of the members 
of that Board with reference to the conduct of the affairs 
of the Board? 

A. There was. 
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Q. Was that combination for an Hee purpuge ? 

A. It was not. 

Q. Was it in any way a political Mane to fur- 
ther the ends of any political party ¢ 

A. Ina measure it was. 

Q. Will you pleaso state exactly what that combination 
was formed for? 

A. The original combination was formed for the pur- 
pose of appointing Inspectors of Elections; that is the 
tirst. combination that was formed, that [ know of. 

Q. Will you tell the Committec what was the object of 
that original combination ? 

A. We were very anxious—the jaw had been passed by 
the Legislature, giving authority to the Board of Supervi- 
sore to appoint the Inspectors of Elections; [ think that 
must have been in 1859 or 1860 ; 1859, I think, it was; tle 
Democrats then nade a combination with one Republican, 
for him to be away on the day of appointment, and give us 
the appointments; and he was away, and we inade the 
appointments. 

Y. Was that arrangement one which contemplated the 
payment of money to the person who stayed awuy ¢ 

A. | understoud 80, though | didn’t know. 

Q. Who was the person ? 

A. He is dead now ; | don't think it is worth while to 
tell his name; 1 don't think it will advance any interest to 
mention it. 

Mr. Core —Well, I fuil to see why, because he is dead, 
that question should not be answered. 

Wrrness—If the Commitice insist upon it, I shall have 
to answer that question, I presume, bat [ prefer not. 

Mr. Corr—I think he had better answer. 

Wrrxess---Do the Coinmittoe insist npon it. 


- 
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Mr. Core—Yes. 

Wirness—llis name was Voorhis; Peter P., I think; 1 
don’t recollect his first name. — 

Q. He was a member of the Board of Supervisors ? 

A. He was. 

Q. Who were the other members that made that 
arrangement with him—the Democratic embers ? 

A. All the Democratic members at that time; I don’t 
know their names, but 1 will mention whom I think: 
Walter Roche was one, I know ; Elijah F. Purdy, John 
h. Briggs, myself, and, I think, Willian C. Conner, and 
Ishac Bell; I won’t be positive about those last two; it 
wzs all the Democratic Supervisors ; the records will show 
them. 

Q. Do you know who made the arrangement with 
Voorhis? 

A, I think Mr. John R. Brigys was the gentleman who 
made the arrangement. 

QY. Was it known to the other members of tho Board 
of Supervisors that Mr. Briggs intended to make such » 
proposition to Mr. Voorhis ? 

A. I think it was tothe Damocrats ; it wasto me, I know. 

Q. You are under the impression, you say, that money 
was paid—— 

A. I am under thnt impression ; yes, sir. 

Q. Have you anything more than an impression as to 
that ? 

A. Only what I heard at that time from Mr. Drigys 
concerning the matter. 

Q. According to that impression, where did the mouey 
come from that was nsed ? 

A. I think Isaac V. Fowler, who was Postmaster at 
that time, put it up. 


Q. How much did you understand that to be? 

A. Twenty-five hundred dollars. 

Q. Will you please state to the Committee upon what 
vonr impression was based, that money was used ? 

A. Because Mr. Briggs told me so. 

Q. That is all you know about it? 

_A, Yes, sir; I know what he said was to be done was 
done. 

Q. What was the proposition that was made, as you 
understood it, to Voorhis, and what was done under that 
proposition ? 

A. It required a majority of the Board of Supervisors 
presont to elect these Inspectors, and Mr. Voorhis was to 
be away, and was away, from the meeting, when that was 
done, as I understood he was to be. 

Q. Then, you say, that was the beginning of this com- 
Lination ? 

A. Yes, sir; that was the first combination I know 
anything of. 

Q. Was there any other combination in that Board of 
Supervisors, besides this one ? 

A. From that time out it was all combination on every 
subject, moet, that came np. 

Q. With regard, now, to financial matters, did you know 
of any combination ? 

A. In what regard ; as to financial mattera? 

Q. In any way in which the City Treasury was ever 
defrauded out of money, or money was paid to the Super- 
visors, or any of them, for any action of the Board ? 

A. We had nothing to do with the City Treasury, 

QY. Well, the County Treasury. 

A. There were combinations nade; yes, sir 
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Q. Who were the members of that financial combina- 
tion ? 

A. They kept changing so I don’t know as I could say 
who they were. 

@. When was that combination firet formed ; who first 
formed it? sited 

A. Myself, John R. Briggs, Walter Roche; I can’t say 
any further, for I don’t recollect who was in the Board of 
Supervisors at that time; if I had the record of the Board 
of Supervisors | could tell yon just who they were; I can’t 
tell except by that; give me the records from 1857 to 
1870, inclusive, and I can tell you. 

Mr. Cotz—Will the Committee please send for the 
record of the Board of Supervisors for that time, and we 
will suspend the proceedings until the witness refreshes 
his memory. 

(Records produced ; witness examines them.) 

Q. Now, tell us as to the first formation of the Super- 
visors’ Riny. 

A. That I can’t tell; I think it was in 1859, but I am 
not certain; 1 can’t tell when that law was passed, and 
that is the only data I can go by; whenever that law was 
passed the combination commenced; it was the fall of that 
year when the law was passed, authorizing the Supervisors 
to appoint Inspectors of Election; I think it was passed 
in the winter of 1858 and 1859, and then about the time 
we were called upon to act; I think in the winter or spring 
of 1859, January, February, March, April, or May, was 
the first formation of the Ring. 

Q. Who composed the Ring as first formed ? 

A. All the Democrats, and this gentleman from the 
Repnblican side; but it depends upon what year it was 
in; they changed every year; it wasn’t in existence in 
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1857, because 1857 was the first year of the Board of 
Supervisors; I think it was in 1859 it was firet formed; 1 
see that Mr. Voorhia was a member of the Board of Super- 
visors in 1859, and not in 1860, and 1 recollect that 
Voorhis was defeated, or was about to be defeated, for re- 
election as Supervisor, and that made him more willing 
to act with the Democrats in that case. 

Q. Well, say 1859; who composed this Ring in 1859 ? 

A. According to the record, Purdy, Elijah F., John R. 
Briggs, William C. Conner, Isaac Bell, Junior, and my- 
sclf; that is the first formation I ever knew of being 
formed in the Board of Supervisors, for any purpose. 

Q. Were you present at any meeting of these persons 
who were in this combination when the matters of the 
combination to which you have referred, were discussed ? 

A. I was present, and I think everyone was present, 
except Mr. Bell and Mr. Voorhis ; [ never met Mr. Voorhis 
in connection with this matter; all I know about Mr. 
Voorhis was from Mr. Briggs, but subsequent actions of 
Mr. Voorhis were what Mr. Briggs said they would be, 
and therefore, [ presumed it was as he told me. 

Q. What was the substance of what was said in any of 
these meetings ? 

A. There was only one meeting held, in Mr. Briggs’ 
house in East Seventeenth street; we were very anxious 
about the appointment of the Inepectors of Election, and 
Mr. Briggs suid that for a certain amount, he could secure 
the absence of one Republican Supervisor from the meet- 
ing ; he was authorized to go on and do it, and the money 
would be forthcoming; and that Mr. lsaac V. Fow!er 
drove up, and stated that whatever arrangements were 
made, he would see carried out. 

Q. Mr. Fowler was then postmaster ” 
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A. Yes, sir; at that time postmaster. 

Y. What was done in pursuance of that ? 

A. Mr. Briggs was authorized to have Mr. Voorhis stay 
away from that meeting ; the meeting was held according 
to statute, on a certain day—I forget what day, and Mr. 
Voorhis did stay away. 

Q. Now, with regard to the money; did you know 
anything more than that you have already stated ? 

A. Nothing more than what Briggs told me, and what 
he said Fowler stated. 

Q. You don’t know where the money came from? 

A. Nothing more than what Mr. Briggs told me, and 
that Mr. Briggs said he would raise the money. 

Q. Well, now, passing that, and referring to any com- 
bination, or any acts of this Ring, whereby the County 
Treasury-—— 

A. That was the end of that Ring, if it was a Ring. 

Q. By Ring, I mean a combination of men to do any 
improper thing ; now, was there any other combination of 
members of the Board of Supervisors while you were a 
member of it? 

A. There was; John R. Briggs, Walters, Roche and 
myself always went together for anything. 

Q. Did you three agree to do any acts whereby money 
was improperly diverted from the Treasury of the County, 
and received by you, or any of you? 

A. We did. 

Q. Will you please state how that agrcomert or com- 
bination was formed ; how did it originate ? 

A. Mr. Briggs, Mr. Roche and myself used to meet 
together nearly every day, at my office in 95 Duane strect ; 
I had an office there ; we were all members of the various 
committees before which bills were brought, and all knew 
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the bills before the different Committees, and wo agreed 
what bill we would go for; there was hardly a time when 
our three votes wouldn’t carry most anything. 

Q. Did you agree to pass bills which at the time were 
known to you three to be improper bills ? 

A. We passed bills excessive in amount. 

Q. Did you have any understanding, yon three, or any 
of you, to share with the claimants against the county 
treasury ? 

A. In some instances some of them did, or were pre- 
sumed to have; and in other instances others did. In sume 
I did myself. 

Q. Well, how were these agreements with the claimants 
made ? 

A. Generally for a percentage of the bills. 

Q. Persons who had claims against the county 
wonld present them to one of you three, and you would 
agree—— 

A. We wonld present them to the Board, and for a 
percentage agree to pass them. 

Q. Did any other member of the Board of Supervisors, 
besides you three, know of the existence of this combina, 
tion? 

A. Not during the year 1860. 

Q. This was during the year 1860? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And during that year, you three were the only ones 
in the combination ? 

A. Yes, sir; that I know of. My counsel suggests that 
you shonid confine yourself to the different years jst now 

Q. Iam speaking of the year 1860. The next year, 
1861, was there a similar combination among any of Au 
members of the Board of Supervisors ? 
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. Same combination existed in the year 1861. 

. Aud composed of the same three persons. 

. Yes, sir. 

. In 1862, did this combination still exist ? 

. In 1862 it was the same; yes, sir. 

Composed of the same persons ? 

The same persons. 

And of no one else ? 

No one else; I think there was no one else in 
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Please satisfy yourself with regard to that? 

As far as my memory goes, I have sir. 

. In 1863, did the combination still exist ? 

The same in 1863, I think, sir. 

Composed of the same persons, and of none othera? 
None others, so far as I can recollect. 

Well, now, concerning the year 1864? 

. Henry Smith was added to us three. 

The combination still existed ? 

Yes, sir; with the addition of Henry Smith. 

As to 1865; the same question. 

. The same combination, with the addition of John 
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Fox. 

Q. Henry Smith was still in it, and you three, and Johu 
Fox, making five? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As to 1866? 

A. In 1866, James Hayes was added to it. 

Q. Composed of the five already mentioned and Jamee 
Hayes? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Y. In 1867; how was it then ? 

A. That is all I think there was in 1867. 


22 


Q. It existed in 1867, and these same six gentlemen 
composed it ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, as to 1868. 

A. Same parties, I think. I don’t think there was any 
change in 1868. 

Q. Same as in 1867? 

A. I think 80; yes, sir. 

Q. Eighteen sixty-nine ; how was it during that year 7 

A. In 1869, Andrew J. Bleakley and Isaac J. Oliver 
were added, although they didn’t know all that was going 
on. They got some percentages ont of the money, but 
they didn’t know all that was going on. 

Q. What do you mean when you say they didn’t know 
all that was going on? 

A, They didn’t know what bills were being passed and 
what were not, they only knew they got their percentages 
once in a while. 

Q. Did they know that any bills were pussing which 
were not bona fide? 

A. Well, I don’t believe they could identify any bills 
of the kind? 

Q. How moch did they know, as far as you knew ? 

A. They knew they voted with the rest of us and got 
paid for it. 

Q. From whom did they get their pay ? 

A, Sometimes from myself, sometimes from Hen ry 
Smith, and sometimes from the others. 

Q. From some member of the Board of Supervisors ? 

A. Yes, sir; Henry Smith generally handed it to 
ven G I sometimes did it myself, but generally Henry 


Q. And it was understood by these two men that they 
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received the money for voting for bills which would not 
pass scrutiny if they wero properly scrutinized ? 

A. Yes, sir; that is about it—without knowing exactly 
what the bills were? 

Q. That brings you.to 1870? 

A. The Board was abolished in 1870. 

Q. Abolished by law? 

A. Yes, sir; as then constituted. 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Tweed, can you at this time state 
any of the bills or claims against the county treasury, 
which were fraudulently passed ? 

A. It is about seven years since | have had my atten- 
tion drawn to that matter, and I can’t recollect. 

Q. Do you think that you could, by having your mind 
drawn to the matter now and refreshing your memory, 
state to the Committee any of those claims, and what they 
were f 

A. Iam under the impression that I can, but I am not 
positive. 

Mr. Cote —I shall ask yon, at the next session of this 
Committee, to give the names of claimants, the dates of 
the transactions, as far as you can, as to all bills or claims 
which were presented to the Board of Supervisors, from 
the year 1861 to the year 1870, inclusive, which were 
passed by the Board of Supervisors by corrnpt means. 

Wrrnees—As I am of my own volition unable to obtain 
those dats, I shall have to ask you to furnish me with 
those books then ? 

Mr. Corze—Undoubtedly, sir; I shall be happy to give 
you every facility. 

Mr. Townsenp—May I ask that a copy of that question 
be served upon me, between now and the next meeting of 
this committee? 
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Mr. Core—Certainly, sir; Mr. Stenographer, wi'l you 
please see that Mr. Townsend’s request is complied with f 

Q. Why did the Board of Supervisors want to get rid 
of Voorhis at this meeting to appoint Inspectors of Elec- 
tion? 

A. The board were six Democrats and six Repnblicans, 
and we required a majority to appoint our inspectors; if 
all the Republicans were present we couldn’t do that, 
because Voorhis would have had to vote with his own 
party ; he wonldn’t have dared to have voted any other 
way; if he was away, they had five Republicans and six 
Democrats; we had a majority, and appointed our own 
inapectors. 

Q. Why was it so important that the appointment of the 
Inspectors of Election should be in the hands of one polit- 
ical party rather than the other ? 

A. Is it necessary for me to give my own opinion upon 
that, Mr. Counselor ? 

Q. Yes, sir; 1 think so; what was the motive that in- 
duced you to form this combination ? 

A. 8o as the other side shouldn’t cheat us. 

Q. What officers were being voted for at that election ? 

A. I don’t recollect, sir—1859 ; it was eighteen years 
ago; I don’t know whether the county officers were being 
elected or not. 

Q. This was in 1857, wasn’t it? 

A. Eighteen fifty-nine. 

Q. Do I understand you to say that this combination 
was made to appoint the Inspectors with a view of con- 
trolling the elections? 

A. Oh, no, sir; with a view to have justice done on our 
side of the question. 

Q. Was it an understanding of the Board of Supervi- 
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sors, or of those in that combination, that the inspectors 
so appointed should do their duty, or bring in retarns one 
way or the other ? 

A. They were to be our friends; to see that our men 
were allowed to vote, and see that everything was done 
fair, so far as we were concerned. 

Q. Was there any instruction given to the Inspectors 
to manipulate election returns ? 

A. I think not, sir; as far as I know, no elcction re- 
turns were manipulated that year. 

Q. As far as you know ? 

A. As far as I know. 

Q. Mr. Voorhis, you say, went out of office that year ? 

A. On the Ist of January next year, sir; yes, sir; the 
ensuing year. 

Q. Was there, subsequent to his going out of office, 
any similar arrangement made with any other Republican 
Supervisor ? 

A. That is the only arrangement I know of, sir, with 
any Republican Supervisor? The next year tho Legisla- 
ture adopted or passed a law which required seven votes, 
instead of six to appoint, and we couldn’t do it the next 
year ; then we had to get a vote positively. 

Q. Well, after that act of the Legislature, do yon 
know of any such means being used to get a vote ora 
majority ? 

A. I do not, sir; I have no recollection of it, sir; 1 
think the subsequent year they passed another law, taking 
it away from the Board of Supervisors altogether. 

Q. This is all you know in this connection of——- 

A. That is all I know in this connection of this matter, 
sir. 
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Mr. Cowrno: 


Q. I understand, Mr. Tweed, that Mr. Voorhis was the 
only Republican that the Supervisors were able to reach ? 

A. Yea, sir; the only one I can recollect, in connection 
with the appointment of Inspectors of Elections; we are 
speaking of that one subject, I believe; not of general 
subjects. 


Mr. Cots: 


Q. Do you know of any member of the Board of Su- 
pervisors, of either political party, who were reached for 
any other purpose, by the nse of money, except such as 
you have already testified to? 

A. I have no recollection of any other, sir; 1 don’t 
know of any other, sir; I want to say hore, Mr. Counselor, 
and gentlemen of the Committee, that this matter— 
that I had no idea of what I was to be examined upon, 
and what I have stated is my present impression of the 
facts; perhaps, after looking over these books, I may 
want to speak more elaborately, and change some things ; 
but not much, however, and I may desire these books from 
you on that account. 

Mr. Core—That is my purpose, sir. 

Wrrnese—I want you to understand that what I Say 
now is said without any reflection, and I am giving just 
what floats through my mind after a term of seven years 
where I have been through most everything but death, 
and pretty near that, some of it. : 

Q. Passing fora moment matters relating to the olq 
Board of Supervisors, and coming down further, to thio 
Board of Supervisors in 1670, I understand that the olq 
Supervisors’ Ring was destroyed by the passage of the act 
of the Legislature abolishing the Board ? 
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A. We quatreled among ourselves, and then abolished 
the Board, to show them they were not having everything 
their own way. 

Q. Who quarreled among themselves ? 

A. Fox, Hayes, and myself. 

Q. What was the nature of your quarrel ? 

A. They thought I had too much power and wanted to 
take it away from me, and I wasn’t inclined to let them 
do it. 

Q. Will you state what the exact nature of their com- 
plaint was—what power ? 

A. All power; they said I controlled everything in the 
Board of Supervisors, and [ had a good deal to say about 
matters of elections ; at that time the fight came up which 
is called the Young Democracy fight; Fox and Hayes 
and some other distingnished gentlemen were on one side, 
and myself and others were opposed to them. 

Q. In consequence of that quarrel, I understand you 
to say, a law was passed abolishing the Board of Super- 
visors ? 

A. That was the reason ; yes, sir. 

Q. Was that the reason that was assigned, during the 
debates in the Legislature, at the time that that bill was 
passed ? 3 

A, I rather think not, althongh I am not certain. 

Q. How did yon muke that reason inforce itself upon 
the legislative body ? 

A. I don’t know that I did make that reason inforce 
itself upon the legislative body; I made the result from 
my reasoning. 

Q. How «id you get that bill passed ? 

A. I was chairman of the committee that had that bil} 
in charge, and the Republicans were very anxious to pass 
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that bill; and I introduced a report into the Legislature, 
and the law was passed ; it was Seep by both houses on 
the same day, I believe. 

Q. Was there any money need ? 

A. No, sir; that was one of the things they were only 
too anxious to pass—all of them—the Tammany, and 
Young Democracy, and Republicans; they tried it in 
the carlier part of the session, but I wouldn’t allow them 
to do it; I had the bill in committee and held it. 

Q. Did that old Snpervisors’ Ring, or combination, as 
we have called it, lead to the formation of the other Ring, 
which is popularly called the Tweed Ring? 

A. That is a new name for it—the Tweed Ring. 

Q. I mean what is popularly called the Tweed Ring? 

A. It may have been called so in the nowspapers in the 
last six months; I think not, sir. 

Q. Then the Ring formed under the Board of Andit 
Bill had no connection with the Board of Supervisors ? 

A. None whatever, sir. 

QY. Will you please state to the Committce how the 
Ring which, for convenience sake, I will call the Tweed 
Ring, was first formed ? 

A, What you now call the Twecd Ring was formed 
during the administration of Mayor Iluffinan; during his 
administration the Street Commissioner, Mr. Cornell, my- 
self, the Deputy Street Commissioner, and Mr. Brennan, 
who was then Comptroller, used totake our dinners every 
day in this building with the keeper of the hall; we paid 
him so much a mouth for it, and for three or four years 
this was kept up socially, and finally it forined itself into 
a political organization for politics entirely. 

Y. Composcd simply of you three men ? 

A. Your men; the Mayor was there; that was all 
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politics ; no money was ever mentioned there; after a 
while Cornell’s term of office expired, and he went 
out; Hoffinan’s term expired, and he went ont, and 
Brennan went out; I was about the only one left of the 
original organization; then there came a new Mayor; [ 
forget who sneceeded Hoffman—Hall, wasn’t it? Connolly 
succeeded Brennan, and Mr. McLean succeeded Cornell ; 
we used to meet every day together; once in a while Mr. 
Sweeney (Peter B. Sweeney) would come in and dine 
with ns; then I was elected to the State Senate; I found 
it was impossible to do anything there without paying for 
it, and money had to be raised for the passage of bills up 
there; that was the way the Ring first became organized, 
to pay for bills to protect ourselves in the city; I don’t 
know whether I made myself understood or not, bnt 1 
meant to be understood that when Mr. [foffman, Mr. 
Brennan, Mr. Cornell, and myself met there, money was 
never mentioned ; there was nothing but politics discussed ; 
I would like that to be distinctly understood ; I am afraid 
that if I don’t mention that some one will take it np, and 
I don’t know but what they will, even if 1 do. 

Mr. Core—Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a certifi- 
cate from an eminent surgeon, stating that Mr. John D. 
Townsend’s health is not yet sufficiently recovered to war- 
rant his undergoing the fatigue of a long session, and, 
indeed, it is against this advice that he is present at all to- 
day ; 1 therefore, as a matter of courtesy to him, suggest 
that the Committee rise, and adjourn until some day that 
may be named by the Committee. I think, in view of the 
fact that Mr. Tweed is about to inform himself on some 
very intricate matters, covering a number of years, I think 
it wonld be well to adjourn until some day noxt week, 
Tuesday or Wednesday, if the Committee approve. 
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Vorces—The Board meets on Wednesday. 


Mr. Corz—lIf the Board meeta Wednesday, on Tuesday, 
or any other day, will do as well. 


Adjourned until 1 p.«, Wednesday, September 12th. 


FIFTH DAY. 


Seprember 12, 1877—1:20 p. a. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
a SLEvIn, 
vd Cowine. 


Mr. Core—Mr. President, I am ready to proceeJ. 


Mr. Lewis—The meeting will please come to order. 
Do you desire to have the testimony read, Mr. Townsend 
which was taken at the last meeting ? ; 

Mr. Townsenp— Yes, sir; I understand that there was 
eome remarks which required to be changed a little. 


(Testimony proceeds to be read by clerk.) 


Mr. Towxsenp—We might save that time, sir, if you 
would permit Mr. Tweed to take those minutes and cor- 
rect them. 


(Minutes handed to witness and corrected.) 


Witness then said “the papers all had it that I said Mr 
Bell was present at the meeting when Briggs said he had 
arranged to have a Republican Supervisor absent himself - 
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instead of that I said that every one was present except 
Mr. Bell and Mr. Voorhis.” 


Examination by Mr. Coix (resumed) : 


Mr. Tweed, at the last session of the Committee, I gave 
you the following warning: “I shall ask you, at the next 
“ session of this Committee, to give the names of claim. 
“ ants, the dates of the transactions, as far as you can, as 
* to all bills or claims which were presented to the Board 
“ of Supervisors from the year 1861 to the year 1870, in- 
“ clusive, which were passed by the Board of Supervisors 
“ by corrupt means.” Have you— 

Wrrness—You recollect, also, Mr. Counselor, that you 
promised at that time to supply me with the documents. 
It is impossible for me to get on without them. I know 
you have endeavored to get them. These are the pro- 
ceedings instead of the documents, and these documents 
I need, and I also have endeavored to get them, but I 
have been unsuccessful. 

Q. Well, what books precisely do you want? 

A. I want the documents of the Buard of Supervisors 
for 1868, 1869, 1870, and 1871. 

Mr. Core—The documents I have not been able to ob- 
tain in this city, and I should be extremely glad if anyone 
could furnish us with copies. 

Wrrness—lI have heard, to-day, of a gentleman who is 
supposed to have them. 

Mr. Cotz—I think it would be well, Mr. Chairman, to 
ask the reporters to say that the Committee would be very 
glad to get copies of the printed documents of the Board 
of Supervisors from the year 1861 to the year 1871, inclu- 
sive. They are not in existence in any of the county 
offices. 


32 


Wrrness—It is impossible, Mr. Counselor, for me to get 
them ; I don’t know how I can send, or how I am to do; 
I can’t obtain them myself; once in a while I can get a 
messenger, but it is only once in a while. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, recurring to what wo have desig- 
nated as the Supervisors’ Ring, prior to the passage of the 
act of 1870, which put those matters into the hands of 
the Board of Audit, who composed that Supervisors’ 
Ring ? 

A. I have got to go back to the records again. 

Q. You have answered it already, in your previons ex- 
ainination ? 

A. That is the proper answer. 

Q. You have said that William M. Tweed, Roche, 
Henry Smith, Andrew J. Bleakley, Isaac J. Oliver, James 
Hayes, and John Fox. 

A. At various times; not al] at one time. 

Q. Now, I wish you would explain the manner—the 
modus operandi—in which these fraudulent claims were 
presented to the Board of Supervisors; who made the 
arrangements with the claimants, and trace the whole pro- 
ceeding from the beginning to the end. 

A. Pretty nearly every person who had business with 
the Board of Supervisors, or furnished the county with 
supplies, had a friend in the Board of Supervisors, and 
generally some one member of that Ring; and through 
that one member they were talked to; and the result was 
their bills were sent in and passed, and the percentages 
were paid on the bills, sometimes to one man, sometimes 
to another. 

Q. Some one of these men who composed the Ring ? 

A. Yes, sir; some one of these six or seven men. 

Y. Would the claimant be informed by the Supervisor 
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whom you designate as his friend in the Board, that he 
must make his bill larger than it really was? 

A. He must make his bill so he could afford to take 
off either fifteen per cent. or whatever per cent. had been 
agreed upon. 

Q. And this fifteen per cent., or whatever was agreed 
upon, was paid to the Ring? 

A. To the party who gave the information. 

Q. Well, did all of these bills have any basis? 

A. Up to 1870 and 1871, I guess they all had good 
basis; I think they all had good foundation; a large por- 
tion of them were proper bills, at least. 

Q. That is, for some sum or another, they were bona 
Jide? 

A. They were probably bona fide, and for a large 
amount; very nearly the face, I guess. 

Q. And the plan was to add fifteen or more per cent. 
to the face of the bona fide bill, which was to be divided 
among the members of the Ring ? 

A. Yes, sir; either in quantity or price. 

Q. Either in quantity of materials or work ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And this understanding was made between some 
one or more members of the Ring and the claimant ? 

A. Originally it was ; and finally it drifted mostly into 
my hands; most all of it. 

Q. Well, during that period, were any bills allowed to 
pass the Board of Supervisors which wero entirely dona 
Side? 

A. Oh, yes; a great many of them ; a great many. 

Q. And you think if you could get hold of the docn- 
ments of the Supervisors for those years, that you could 
separate the good bills from the fraudulent ones? 
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A. 1 would know the individuals who paid the per- 
centage, and I presume their bills would be fraudulent 
from that fact; I don’t know that I could designate what 
portions of those bills were fraudulent and what were not,: 
for 1 don’t know that I ever knew; the aggregate, I know, 
was fraudulent, but I don’t know the items. 

Q. You mean to say you knew certain persons who 
were in the habit of doing work and furnishing materials 
for the county, were also in the habit of adding franda- 
lently to the amount of those bills, and you can designate 
those persons, and partially, I presume, some of those 
bills ? 

A. Some of the persons I can, but as to designating 
the bills, I am not so certain. 

Q. Now, Ihave been unable to find those anywhere, 
although I have made most diligent search for those 
documents, but 1 have found, in the proceedings of the 
Board of Supervisors for those years, all the bills which 
were approved by the Mayor. Will you hand that to the 
witness ? Please examine, if you please, that document, 
and see whether or not the data which you desire are to be 
found there. It is in scattered form, I know, but I hope 
in effect it can all be found. 

A, I can find some names here right off. This is the 
year 1868. I find on page 557 here, the proceedings of 
the Board of Supervisors of 1868, 

Q. Will yon give the names? 

A. George S. Miller. 

Q. What was that bill? 

A. Repairs to armories. 

Q. Give the name, the bill, the date and the amount, if 
you please. 

A, That is not here. 
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@. What is not there? 

A. The amonnt is here, and not the date. 

Q Well, the amount, then? 

A. Four hundred and forty-eight dollars and twenty 
cents. Keyser & Co., repaira to armories, $3,778.34; In- 
gersoll, Watson & Oo., furniture for Oourt-house, 
$40,507.09; Ingersoll, Watson & Co., $5,800.00; I find, 
on page 578, Miller again, $2,092.86; Keyser & Co., 
$2,895.07; Ingersoll, Watson & Co., $5,956.50; the same, 
$7,814; A. J. Garvey, $16,200. On page 579, J. T. Bar- 
nard & Son, $5,053.50, for coal and wood. I find on 
page 581, Garvey, $18,982.49; Ingersoll, Watson & Co., 
$7,855.62 ; again, $7,460.67. I finda bill also here of 
Gregg & Brothers, $600.63. I don’t know anything 
about Gregg & Brothers; we never had any dealings 
with Gregg & Brothers; that was probably one of Mr. 
{ogereoll’s bills; that of Gregg & Brothers; Mr. Inger- 
soll, James H. Ingersoll. He used to use their names in 
his bills. The supposition is that that was one of Inger- 
toll’s bills, althongh I don’t know. That is my idea of it. 
Keyser & Co., $11,528.34; Charles Jacobus, $1,763.34 ; 
George S. Miller, $3,177.68; again, $4,669.03; again, 
$4,963.54. I want it distinctly understood, Mr. Counselor, 
that I don’t say that all these bills were fraudulent, 
but I say that what I am naming, fifteen por cent. came off 
from, never less than fifteen. 

Q. Fraudulent in part ? 

A. I believe ther to have been fraudulent in part; I 
don’t know what these bills were; they must have been 
frandulent in that part, at least. 

Q. They are bills which were all raised to the extent of 
fifteen per cent. to the members of the Ring? 

A. That is the supposition [ form, from the reason that 
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they gave the members of the Ring fifteen per cent. or 
more. 

Q. You know they received that? 

A. Yea, sir, 1 know as well as I can that they received 
anything, so long ago. That is the only way I can identify 
the bills. You see it was nine years ago. 

Q. You say that those parties, as I understand yon, 
were in the habit of paying the members of the Ring fif- 
teen per cent. or more upon all bills which they pre- 
sented ? 

A. That was the understanding. 

Q. You know these partics were in the habit of pay- 
ing this, and the Ring never would allow, if they knew it, 
any bill npon which the fifteen per cent. had not been paid ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cowisa—Do I understand that that fifteen per cent. 
was in excces of the demands of the claimanta, or taken 
from their legitimate bills ? 

A. I don’t know; I am unable to state positively about 
the legitimate bills; I only know that the percentage was 
taken off from those bills. 

Mr. Cowine—Under instroctions from the Board of 
Supervisors to add fifteen per cent. more than the lepal 
face of their bills? 

A. Under instructions to present their bills so that they 
could stand that percentage being taken off. Those in- 

structions weren’t given in every individual case, but it 
was the general understanding. 

Mr. Core—Mr. Tweed, with regard to these claims do 
I understand that the members of the Ring, or some moe 
ber of the Ring, had an understanding with these clan 


ants, that they shonid so arrange their bills, as that th 
Ring could have fifteen per cent. ? of 
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A. That was about the amount they received ; that is 
what I desire to say. 

Q. And this understanding was had bythe Ring, or 
some member of the Ring, with the persons who were 
about to present claims against the city government, for 
materials furnished, or for labour done? 

A. Not in each individual case, but as a general under- 
standing. 

Q. With each individual ? 

A. With each individual, but not in each individual 
case. 

Q. You didn’t make the arrangements as to each bill, 
but with these individuals as to any bill? 

A. As to any bill; page 612, Jacobus again, $1,447.58 ; 
Keyser & Co., $9,075.83; Miller, $4,281.59; Garvey, 
$8,029; Ingersoll, Watson & Co., $14,915.36; same, 
$1,161.25. Page 620, Ingersoll, Watson & Co., $3,023; 
again, $926; then here follow a lot of small bills, two or 
three or four hundred dollars, of those same parties ; then 
Ingersoll, Watson & Co., $7,828; then follows a lot of 
bills on page 613, not amounting to much, of the same 
parties again. 

Mr. Lewts—Mr. Tweed, it is suggested by members of 
the Committee, that under the present aspect of this case, 
it will not be necessary for you to name the same parties 
more than once. You will go over it, if you please, and 
every time you come to a name you have not yet named, 
you will give that; but yon need not repeat names over 
and over again. | 

Mr. Cowinc—I understand you have taken all these 
parties whose bills were fraudulent ? 

A. The understanding was, these bille were to take fif- 
teen per cent. off, to go to the Ring, as you call it. 
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Q. In every one of these cases you have mentioned ? 

A. Yes, sir; I don’t specifically recollect every cases 
no human man could do it. 

Mr. Cowinc—But it was the rule? 

A. Yes, sir; it was the rule. 

Mr. Corze—Yon can go ahead and state them servatem— 

Wrrness—Page 631, John T. Barnard & Sons, fuel, 
$5,025.50; same firm, $1,962. Page 632, Ingersoll, Wat- 
son & Co., furniture, $4,034.46; and again, the same, 
$4,109.63; Keyser & Co., $5,429.49; page 689, E. V-. 
Haughwout & Co., $74,966.91; J. B. & W. W. Cornell, 
$75,805.89 ; John H. Keyser & Co., $31,242.06; Andrew 
J. Garvey, $38,582; now, here is a concern I guess L 
won’t mention; I will leave it; I think they paid fifteen 
per cent., but I am not sure; I will submit it to the conn- 
sel; I will mention this with the reservation that I am 
not positive at the present time. 

Q. Well, you may mention it; go on. 

A. Eastchester Quarry Co., $60,609.50. 

Q. Who composed the Eastchester Quarry Co. ? 

A. A gentleman by the name of Masterson was Presi-_ 
dent, and did all the work; he resides at Eastchester. 

Q. What is his first name ? 

A. That I have forgotten ; it will probably come up ix 
geome of these books again, and I will see it; Ingersoll, 
Watson & Co., furniture, $59,531.27; again, $16, 872.06 = 
Barnard & Sons, for coal and wood, $3, 003 ; there are some. 
of these that, after looking over the list, I think paid the 
percentage agreed upon, generally fifteen per cent., but I 
am not certain; I won’t mention them without being 
morally certain of the fact. On page 643, Ingersoll, 
Watson & Co., $0,439.48; Keyser & Co, $32, 738.87. 
Page 644, Ingersoll, Watson & Co, furniture, $8,364 - 
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same, $8,267.19; Garvey, repairs—well, they are small 
bills, let them stand; Keyser & Co., repairs, $2,747.29 ; 
again, Ingersoll & Co., $8,673.28. Page 645, Ingersoll & 
Co., $9,277.54. Page 636, Garvey, $15,934.73. Page 687, 
Garvey, $11,499.99; when I say Garvey, I mean A. J. 
Garvey. On page 687, Ingersoll & Co., furniture, $4,608.35 ; 
farniture, again, $42,240.32 ; Ingersoll & Co., $2,891.62 ; 
again, $4,608.35. Page 709, Ingersoll & Co. again, 
$23,508.18. Page 712, same, $39,400 ; Garvey, $12,009.82 ; 
Miller, George S., $19,459.70. I think I have exhausted 
that book (another volume handed witness). This is the 
same year. 

Mr. Core—But the other half of the year; it is pub- 
lished every haJf-year. 

Witness—Page 617, Garvey, $37,537.21 ; same, $17,- 
877.90 ; Ingersoll & Co., $129,013.02 ; again, $28,464.50 ; 
George S. Miller, $10,440.81; Gregg & Co., $22,463.30 ; 
Keyser & Co., $15,684.84. When I say Gregg & Co., the 
same remark applies as before; I think it was James 
EL Ingersoll’s bill, not Mr. Gregg’s; I think I have scen 
it somewhere that he has sworn that all of those bills 
were his own ; I mention this because 1 see Grege & Co. 
have been exonerated by the counsel for the prosecution 
in these cases; what I say concerning that I don’t know 
of my own knowledge, and I don’t want to say anything 
against any man in this matter; but 1 believe that to 
be the fact, and so, when I mention Gregg & Co., I mean 
that to be understood as James I. Ingersoll. 

Q. You mean to say that wherever Gregg’s name ap- 
pears, in your judgment, it meant James H. Ingersoll ? 

A. Yes, sir; Jacobus—small bills; Rowe & Co., 
stationery, $62,907; again, 810,010; J..O. Seymour & 
Co., stationery, $71,351; again, $10,(:08. 
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Q. Is Seymour the real name? 

A. It was tho real name at that time, but Seymour has 
since gone ont of the firm; it has'‘since become Kennard 
& Hay; it was afterward changed. Page 624, Ingersoll 
& Co., $97,610.57. Page 642, Ingersoll $2,988.76; again, 
$45,098.28 ; Keyser & Co., $9,877.65; again, $11,597.94 ; 
George S. Miller, $26,100; A. J. Garvey, $82,871.05. 
Page 208, J. O. Seymour, Kennard & Hay, $14,908.16. 
Page 745, George 8. Miller, $40,825.94; Ingersoll & 
Co., $104,660.77. Page 750, T. W. Rowe & Co. $12,- 
667.75; again, $12,812.50; J. O. Seymour, Kennard & 
Hay, $13,332.95 ; again, $12,787.45. Page 751, Ingersoll 
& Co., 40,873.17. Page 752, Garvey, $13,298.01. Page 796, 
T. W. Rowe & Co., $12,265.80; again, $12,706.25 ; J. O. 
Seymour, Kennard & Hay, $12,503.10 ; again—small one ; 
never mind. Page 798, Edward Jones, $48,848.83. Page 
801, Garvey, repairs, $25,892.85 ; Ingersoll & Co., furni- 
ture, $90,681.70 ; Keyser & Co., repairs, $9,883.89. Page 
802, Keyser & Co., repairs, $26,829.97; Ingersoll & Co., 
furniture, $38,906.71; A. J. Garvey, repairs, $38,953.06 ; 
George S. Miller, the same, $15,415.45. Volume 41 
1869, page 429, Ingersoll & Co., furniture, $55,791.56 - 
J. A. Smith, $15,786.40; that, I think represents dames 
E. Ingersoll; A. J. Garvey, repairs, $41,810.28; G@ Z 
& Co., $19,233.17; Keyser & Co., $54,397.60; George 
S. Miller, $27,987.51. Page 442, Rowe & Co., stationery 
$10,351.50 ; again—that is very small; William C. Ro : 
ers & Co., stationery, $25,826.96; J. O. Seymour, Ken- 
nard & Hay, $9,456.55 ; again, $9,898.63. 

Q. Mr. Tweed, who composed the firm of William © 
Rogers & Co.? ; 

A. I don’t know that I could say; I think Edwin . 
Jones was that company. = 


41 


Q. Was it William C. Rogers and Edward Jones. 

A. I think 80. 

Q. Was J. Jarvis Jones a member of that firm? 

A. I don’t think he was a meinber of the firm of 
Rogers & Co.; he was a member of the original firm of 
E. D. Jones & Company, but I don’t think he followed 
him; there was another gentleman, whose name I can’t 
remember, who was a partner of Jones & Co., but Rogers 
& Co., I understood were only Rogers & Jones; they were 
the only two, I understood, and that I don’t know, except 
inferentially. Page 433, E. V. Haughwout & Oo., for gas 
fixtures for the court-houso, $86,142.68; J. B. & W. W. 
Cornell, $65,599.18. 

Q. Those are the iron men ? 

A. Yes, sir; Eastchester Qnarry Company, stone, 
$67,961.75. Page 492, second volume, George S. Miller, 
$98,848.40; again, $18,639.76 ; Ingersoll & Co., $30,000 ; 
again, $48,654.52; A. G. Miller, who was also James H. 
Ingersoll, $47,459.56 ; Keyser & Co., $17,614; Philip F. 
Donnaramma, who was A. J. Garvey, $59,795.85. 

Q. Please indicate each time, by a word or two, what 
it is for. 

A. That is for repairs ; it doesn’t say here, but I know ; 
Donnaromma was Garvey; A. J. Garvey himself, $39,- 
406.16 ; Keyser & Co., repairs, $34,474.90 ; again, repairs, 
$79,280.55 ; William O. Rogers & Co., stationery, $47,- 
280.15; Garvey, repairs, $153,855.50; Ingersoll & Co., 
$18,823.14. Page 494, Keyser & Co., plumbing, $17,614 ; 
Donnarumma, $59,795.85 ; that is the same amount as the 
other; Ingersoll & Co., $28,654.52; A. G. Miller, who 
was James H. Ingersoll, $47,454.07; A. J. Garvey, $39,- 
‘706.16. Page 592, Ingersoll & Co., furniture, $28,608.68 ; 
A. G. Miller, who was also Ingersoll, $22,612.10; A. J. 
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Garvey, plastering, etc., $30,975; Keyser & Oo., $12,895 ; 
George 8. Miller, $25,948.38; again, $8,147.88. (Witness 
examines procecdings of 1870.) Nothing more in these ; 
I will want to refer to that book again, Mr. Counselor, at 
some time pretty soon. 

Mr. Core—Mr. Chairman, that exhausts the printed 
documents that we have ? 

A. All the larger ones; there are small bills of the 
same parties through there, that I didn’t mention. 

Q. The rest of it, down—— 

A. From 1860 to 1868 ; I don’t pretend, Mr. Counselor, 
that I am thorongh in that, but 1 took them as I saw therm 
in the books; I think I am correct in everything except 
some small amounts; wherever those names are found in 
the book, you can rest assured that a percentage came 
off. 

Q. Who made those arrangements with regard to the 
percentage, with these parties ? 

A. Will you give the names of these parties? I made 
it with Ingersoll, Watson & Co. 

Q. Who made the arrangement with A. J. Garvey ? 

A. I think I made that; I know I did. 

Q. With Keyser & Co. ? 

A. I made that also. 

Qg. ©. D. Boller ? 

A. Ie was Ingersoll, and I made the arrangement with, 
Ingersoll; there are two Ingersolls—Ingersoll & Co., ang 
James HL Ingersoll, I made the arrangement with J ames 
H. Ingersoll. 

Q. Who made the arrangement with George 8S. Mi 

A. That was done through Ingersoll. Se ae 

Q. And who made it with William O. Rogers & Oy. ? 

A. That floated along; that was a kind of natura) 
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seqnence ; I can’t tell who made the arrangement; I got 
the money generally from him. 

Q. With regard to these persons you say you made the 
arrangements with, will you state what was the nature 
of that arrangement? What did you say to them, and 
what did they say to you? 

A. They was to prepare their bills and send them in, 
and we passed them; and when the money was received 
they were to pay the 15 per cent. to me. 

Q. Was the understanding to the effect that they should 
send in their bill fora larger amount thau the proper 
one? 

A. The understanding was that they should cover the 
fifteen per cent. in addition to the regular bill. They 
should make the bill able to stand fifteen per cent. off, 
which was about twenty per cent. added to the regular 
bill. 

Q. The understanding was that they shonld add abont 
twenty per cent. to their legitimate bill, in order that the 
fifteen per cent. might be taken off and paid to the Ring, 
as was done in all these cases ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, with regard to J. B. & W. W. Cornell, the 
iron men? : 

A. Thad something to do with that, but most of that 
was done by the man who was Superintendent of the 
Court-honse at that time. I have talked to one of the 
brothers in the firm. 

Q. Which one? 

A. I can’t tell him by name. 

Q. Can you indicate, by describing him, as between 

‘the two? 
A. He was a gentleman that was always laughing, and 
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was always around the Conrt-house; appeared to be doing 
the work there. 

Q. Did you make this kind of an arrangement with 
him? 

A. Yes, sir; the same exactly as the others; but after 
a while that floated ont of my hands, as did most of this 
part of the work, and floated into the hands of Mr. Tucker 
—Cuommings H. Tacker—snuperintending the constraction 
of the Court-house ; and daring the last year or two Mr. 
Tucker nsed to receive the percentage from Cornell and 
pay it to me, or to Mr. Smith, which was the same 
thing. 

Q. You eay Cummings H. Tucker was superintending 
the construction of the Conrt-house ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What do you mean by saying it floated into his 
hands? 

A. I had so much to do, and so many things to do, that 
I couldn’t attend to it; he had charge of everything there, 
and we had to do something throngh him ; we knew what 
the bills were, and weren’t afraid of being cheated at 
all. 

Q. That was before the appointment of the County 
Court-house Commissioners ? 

A. That was while the Board of Snpervisors had the 
construction of the Court-honse in their hands 

Q. What did Cummings H. Tocker do with regard to 
this matter? Did he collect the percentages ? 

A. He approved the bills, presented them to the Board, 
and, after the lapse of a few days, he handed the perce :t- 
age to me, or to Mr. Henry Smith; generally to mys :|", 
however. 


Q. How were the percentages collected with regard to 
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these other claimants, apart from those that you have 
stated Mr. Tucker had charge of and collected ? 

A. They were either handed to me, or to the Super- 
visor who had the matter in charge. 

Q. By whom was the percentage handed to you? 

A. By the claimants themselves, in case Mr. —— 

Q. How was this percentage divided among the mem- 
bers of the Ring? 

A. Two-and-a-half per cent. each, or whatever amounted 
to one-sixth. 

Q. The one who received it would divide with the 
others ? 

A. Yes, sir; he would divide it either that day or the 
next day, one-sixth to each. 

Q. These payments were made in money? 

A. Yes, sir, or checks; sometimes they would run 
along for a dozen bills, or twenty bills, and then one per 
centage would be paid to them. 

Mr. Cowine—You say they were paid in money or 
checks; are any of the checks, by which these payments 
were made, in existence? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you any of them ? 

A. I have. 

QY. Are any of those checks indorsed by any of these 
parties by which they can be identified ? 

A. Yes, sir; some of those checks are indorsed by the 
parties; but there is a better way of identifying them : 
they are nade payable to bearer, and, when presented at 
the bank, the teller of the bank put upon the back of the 
checks the name of the person to whom he paid them ; 
that was the best evidence ; I presume it was the teller. 

Q. And, in some instances, the names of these parties 
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were the names of the claimants who made this division 
with the Ring? 

A. Yes, sir, in a great number of cases; the Super- 
visors, not the claimants. 

Mr. Townsenp—He is speaking of the percentages paid 
on these checks. 

Mr. Cotz—Now, the County Court-house—the construc- 
tion of the County Court-house was, during the existence 
of the Ring, under the charge of the Supervisors ? 

A. Yes, sir; originally it was, and then went into the 
hands of a commission, and then into the Supervisors’ 
hands again, and then to the Commissioners again. 

Q. Can you trace the dates of those several changes? 
Can you now remember during what periods the Super- 
visors had charge, and what periods the Commissioners ? 

A. No, sir, I can’t tell the years; the Supervisors had 
charge of the original construction of the building, and 
at the termination of the Board of Supervisors; these 
two last years I think—the first and last. 

Q. Work upon the Court-house, and materials furnished 
for the construction of the Court-house—were claims for 
those fraudulent in part? 

A. Yes, sir; the same as the others, 

Q. Some of them were? 

A. Yes, sir; a great many of them; all of Mr. 
Cornell’s, and the Eastchester Quarry Oompany, 
least. 

Q. Who else besides those ? 

A. Some of Garvey’s bills were. 

Q. And were Barnard’s ? 

A. 8ome of them, for coal furnished. 

Q. And didn’t Briggs do something in that line? 

A. Briggs supplied—he was to supply—one-half of the 
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marble—I think he did; about one-half; John R. Briggs; 
that is the claim we were connected with. 

Q. He supplied some of the marble? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, were all the bills presented by these persons, 
and this corporation, that you have named, increased in 
the amounts, in order to pay the percentage to the Ring? 

A. That was the understanding; Mr Brigge’ were not ; 
Briggs paid no percentage. 

Q. Was his accounts all straight ? 

A. As far as I know; 1 know only of the cases where 
I received something ; I can’t tell about the other bills, 
because I never examined them. 

Q. The Ring, as far as yon know, did not receive from 
him, and did from all the others ? 

A. Yes, sir; with this reservation as to the Eastchester 
Quarry Company; I am as certain as 1 can be abont it, 
but not morally certain. 

Q. I would be glad if you would refresh your memory 
with regard to that, so as to be positive at the next mect- 
ing, if you can. 

A. I think Ican do that, sir; that was my idea in want- 
ing the books during the week, that I might bring up the 
surrounding circumstances. 

Q. I regret exceedingly that you have not got the books. 
Well, now, as to all these bills that you have testified con- 
cerning, you eay that there was more or less basis for them ? 

A. I think in every one of these bills there was a large 
basis for every thing; my idea was, at the time, that 
the bills supplied pretty nearly the amount called for. 

Q. Well, now, during this time, did the Board of 
Supervisors have charge of the fixing and payment of 
salaries for County Officers? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They fixed the salaries of Oounty Officers, and pro- 
vided for their payment ? 

A. Some of them; yes, sir. 

Q. Was there any percentage levied upon the salaries 
of County Officers during that time ? 

A. I think not; they were mostly political friends, and 
we didn’t tax them. 

Q. Were there any sams of money psidin bulk, or in 
any way, for making the salaries of county officers large ? 

A. I think not. 

Q. Do you know anything about the salaries of the 
clerks of the District Courts, in 1864, having been raised, 
and then set back again and then re-raised ? 

A. I have an indistinct recollection of it, but I have no 
positive knowledge of it. 

Q. Do you know whether any money was paid for that 
change ? 

A. I don’t think there was. 

Q. Well, do you know of any money having been paid, 
in any way, in connection with the fixing or raising of 
the salaries of any officers of the county ! 

A. 1 have no recollection of it; I don’t think j¢ 
occurred. 

Q. Do you know of any money having been paid tS 
the Supervisors, or any member of the Board of Sy per- 
vieors, during this time, as consideration for the appoint. 
ment of any county officers? 

A. We had no power to appoint that I recollect of. 

Q. Well, then, were there no county officers 
appointment depended upon you? f ee 

A. We appointed tu fill a vacancy 

Q. What vacancy was that ? 
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A. The vacancy of Recorder; and, also, once of Sur- 
rogate; it was occasioned by the death of the Surrogate, 
Mr. West, and the other was occasioned by the resignation 
of Mr. Hoffman, who was elected Mayor, I think. 

Q. Whom did you appoint in place of Mr. West? 

A. Gideon J. Tucker. 

Q. Was there any money paid for that? 

A. Nota dollar; I am satisfied of that; Tucker was 
my personal friend, and I was very anxious to havo him 
appointed; the other was the Recorder, to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Hoffman. 

Q. Who was appointed in his stead ? 

A. John K. Hackett, or John T. Hackett—I forget 
exactly. 

. Q. Was there any money paid for that? 

A. I am positive there was not; I think that appoint- 
ment was made to please Mayor Hall, who was very anx- 
ious he should have it; [am confident no money could 
be paid without my knowing it, and I am confident none 
was paid; it might have been paid through third parties, 
but I saw nothing of it; I think Mr. Juhn E. Develin 
was then Corporation Counsel, and Mr. Hall was District 
Attorney, and they were very anxious to have him 
appointed, and we were anxions to have the good will of 
both those parties, and we appointed him. 

Q. As to the Sheriff's bills—who was Sheriff then? 

A. Mr. Lynch was Sheriff part of the time ; Mr. Kelly, 
I think, first ; then Mr. Lynch; then Mr. Kelly again; 
then Mr. O’Brien, and then Mr. Brennan. 

Q. Did the Supervisors, during the existence of the 
Ring, have anything to do with the Sheriff's bills? 

A. l understood they had; I had nothing, myself, to. 
do with them. 
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Q. Well, was it their duty to pass them ? 

A. Oh, yes, sir; we passed all the bills; they conldr’t 
receive a dollar without we did. ‘ 

Q. Did you ever know of any money being paid to any 
member of the Ring, in connection with any ShorifPs 
bills, with any of these Sheriffs ? 

A. There was nothing during the time of Mr. Kelly 
or Mr. Lynch or Mr. Brennan; during the connection of 
Mr. O’Brien I did; Mr. Hayes was a warm personal 
friend of Mr. O’Brien. 

Q. You mean Supervisor Hayes ? 

A. Yes, sir; and at various times he brought me a per- 
centage out of the bills, saying it was part of what he 
ceceived from Mr. O’Brien; but that stopped after the 
first year. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. O’Brien 
yourself on that subject ? 

A. No, sir. 

@. All you know abont it is what Iayes told yon? 

A. What Hayes told me. 

@. Do you know whether the bills presented by any of 
those sheriffs were fraudulent and excessive in amount ? 

A. The bills of Mr. O’Brien were very much in exceag 
of any we paid prior to that time. 

Q. Were all of those sher-fPs bills paid? take them in 
order; were all of them paid ? 

A. I don’t know; we passed everything, but I don’t 
know whether they were paid; I don’t know whether 
Mr. Kelly’s or Mr. Lynch’s bills were paid; I believe 
Mr. Brennan’s were not; I saw an acconnt of a suit he 
had againet the city; Mr. O’Brien’s I know were nope 


he had a bill of some $350,000 against the city, after the 
Supervisors’ Board was abolished. 
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Mr. Corz—There is a suit now pending; Joseph A. 
Monheimer against the Mayor? 

.A. Those were the same bills, 1 think, sir. 

Mr. Cort—The basis of this is a claim of $255,585.41, 
with interest from the 30th of April, 1874, based upon 
the claims of James O’Brien as Sheriff, which is alleged 
to have been assigned by him to Joseph A. Monheimer. 

Wrrness—W hen was that assignment dated? 

Mr. Cotz—I don’t know; it was before the commence- 
ment of this action. 

Wrrnrss—Before May, 1876? 

Mr. Cotr—Yes, sir. 

Wrrness—-Well, there was that bill, and aleo another of 
seventy-five thousand dollars which Mr. O’Brien had, and 
which Mr. Connolly paid him during the month of June 
or July, 1871; this bill, I presume——I bought one-half 
of that bill from Mr. O’Brien in 1872, and paid him for 
it; I paid him $150,000 for one-half of that claim; that 
was the only claim] believe he ever at that time had 
against the city. He had another claim of $75,000 which 
I got Connolly to pay him. 

Q. What was your motive in prevailing with Connolly 
to pay that $75,000 ? 

— A. I wanted to stop his tongue; he was running around 
talking. 

Q. Did Connolly pay that claim in full? 

A. Yes, sir; Mr. Connolly paid that in full? 

Q. Did Mr. O’Brien approach you with solicitations to 
get Connolly to pay that $75,000 ? 

A. He did; Mr. O’Brien wasn’t against me at that time. 
I was with him, had been his friend in every way, and he 
professed to be very friendly to me. 

Q. Do you know Monheimer f 
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A. Very well. 

Q. Just state, now, when you purchased that half of 
O’Brien’s claim and all the circumstances attending it ? 

A. Along in the fall of 1871, when we were perse- 
cuted and driven from pillar to post, Mr. Bixby—I believe 
now Senator—called on Mr. William O. Bartlett, who was 
then one of my counsel—as Mr. Bartlett told me—and 
desired that I should bny that claim of O’Brien, which was 
the only claim he had at that time, and I declined having 
anything to do with it; told Mr. Bartlett I wouldn’t have 
anything to do with it; shortly afterwards Mr. William 
E. King, who was Deputy Commissioner of Public Works 
under me at that titne, called on me and stated that O’Brien 
wanted me to bny the whole or half of that claim, even 
if the money never came back to me. 

Q. What reason did he give for you to buy it? 

A. Lasked him what reason Mr. O’Brien had given 
him; he said O’Brien told him that Mr. Tilden, who was 
then prosecuting a great many people, wanted to be a 
candidate for Assembly in his (O’Brien’s) district; the 
nomination depended entirely upon him and the election 
also; Mr. Tilden had been of great service to the prosecn- 
tion, and had been the party who had first developed the 
Ring frauds; that he would get Mr. Tilden to let up on 
me, and also could influence Mr. Barrett, who was then 
the counsel of the Committee of Seventy, to let up—Mr 
George Barrett, who is now judge. I hung off from Hae 
and tuld King I wonldn’t have anything to do with it : it 
was toomuch money to put ont that way, and I[ didn’t 
want to buy it, and didn’t ant to pat so many eggs in 
such a basket; that went on for’ some days ora couple of 
weeks; finally Mr. King wanted to know if I would see 
Mr. Bixby, Mr. Frank Bixby, now Senator; I told him 
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no, I didn’t want to see him at all; ina day or two Mr. 
Dewey, the then clerk in the Department of Public Works, 
asked me the same question; I said no, I didn’t want to; 
Mr. Dewey had confidential relations with me at that 
time; the thing hung along that way for some more 
days again, and finally Dewey and King persuaded me 
to meet Mr. Bixby; I met him by appointment in 
the Metropolitan Hotel ; I had a room prepared for Bixby 
and for myself ; I think Mr. King told me where | could 
find Bixby, and took me there and introduced me to 
Mr. Bixby ; Ithink that was the first Iever spoke to the 
gentleman ; the matter was discussed and arranged and 
Mr. Bixby told me what Mr. King had told me, what Mr. 
O’Brien would do if I purchased his’ claim, and I finally 
consented to doit; I gave him twenty thousand dollars 
in money and the balance in good mortgages, which, I 
understand, have since been paid ; mortgages on a piece 
of property opposite to Fernando Wood’s honse; the 
mortgage was $128,000 and interest, and the mortgage 
has since been paid, I understand ; it amounted to over 
$150,000 altogether; the assignment of those mortgages 
which I was going to give in part payment, was given 
to Mr. Dewey or Mr. King, and a check, I think was given 
to Mr. Dewey or Mr. King for the balance ; who informed 
me that he called at Mr. Bixby’s office, and there paid the 
money to Mr. Bixby, and that Mr. Monheimer was present. 
That deed of one-half of that claim of the value of 
$150,000, was assigned in blank, and witnessed by Mr. 
Monheimer; when my troubles commenced I put that 
deed away with other papers. 

Q. You mean the assignment ? 

A. I mean the assignment for the money from O’Brien 
was put away with other papers; when Mr. O’Brien was 
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in the Senate, he had a resolntion passed referring the 
matter to a committee—referring his claims to a com- 

mittee ; about the time that committee was to meet I tol& 

Mr. Dewey to take that claim and hand it to Mr. Rufus 
F. Andrews, and see if there were any assignments ahead 

of it in the Comptroller’s office, and, if not, to insert 
name, and file it in the office; he said he thonght that 

was an unwise proceeding at that time; he said, “ Just let 
O’Brien go on and get his award, and before the money is 
paid we can present our claim;” Mr. O’Brien, 1 think, 

never took advantage of it, but while that paper was in the 
hands of Mr. Andrews, and at his suggestion, Mr. Dewey’s 
name was inserted in it—S. Foster Dewey ; the money was 
to be mine—was to come to me, bnt nothing ever came of 
it; when I commenced negotiations in the matter I tole 
Mr. Dewey that it must be assigned to me, and he 
assigned it back to me, and it is now in my possession—» 
the original assignment and Mr. Dewey’s assignment 
to me. 

Q. The assignment from Mr. O’Brien to Mr. Dewey, 
and Dewey’s assignment to you, are in your possession , 
you say? 

A. Yes, sir; it was made in blank; then Mr. Dewey’s 
name was put in. 

Q. Have you got those assignments ? 

A. Yes, sir. - 

Q. Can you produce them ? 

A. I can. 

Q. Have you them with you? 

A. No, sir; I don’t carry snch things aronnd with me_ 

Q. I shall call for these at the next meeting. 

A. Well, what will be the result of my handing them 
to you ; I suppose they will be handed back to me ? 
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Mr. Corx—Oh, certainly, sir; I can assure yon of that ; 
the object I have in view is this: Monheimer is suing the 
city for these very claims, to the amonnt of some $300,000, 
as Sheriff's fees assigned to him by O’Brien, and if it can 
be proved that he assigned half of this claim to yon, it 
cannot of course be recovered by Monheiiner in his suit, 
and is equivalent to so much money in the treasury. 

Mr. Tweep—I thought the other half was sold to Richard 
B. Connolly ; Mr. Monheimer was present when Mr. Dewey 
paid the money to Mr. Bixby and O’Brien, and he wit- 
nessed the assignment of that claim in the amount of 
$150,000. 

Q. And Monheimer is the witness to that assignment— 
the same Monheimer who is now suing upon these claims, 
as the assignee of the same O’Brien? 

A. It is the same name, and I suppose the same party. 

Q. I understood you to say that the other half of this 
claim was assigned 

A. To Richard B. Connolly—I have been told so. 

Q. Who told you so? 

A. I don’t recollect that; about the time I understood 
Mr. O’Brien had made an assignment to another party ; 
and that Connolly had got one-half of the claim. I tried to 
find out about it, and to get information, and could never 
discover, but I firmly believe he did. I know Connully 
was negotiating with him at the same time. 

Q. How did you know that? 

A. Mr. Bixby told me they were trying to sell one 
half to Connolly—the other half of these claims. 

Q. That the other half of these claims they were trying 
to eell to Connolly ? 

A. Yea, sir; and that was one of the inducements of 
buying, becanse if he bought half, I would have got my 
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money-back ; Conuolly would have paid himself and me | 
at the same time. 

Q. Was it Mr. Bixby who represénted toyou that if 
you would buy this claim and give this money to him, for 
O’Brien, that Mr. Tilden would let up on you? 

A. If I would buy one-half of Mr. O’Brien’s claim for 
$150,000, they would do so and so. 

Q. They would do what? 

A, That they wonld get Mr. Tilden to let up, and use 
their influence with Mr. George Barrett; they said they 
had him under their control. 

Q. You paid the money f 

A. I paid the money. 

Q. Did Mr. Tilden let up on you? 

- A. It don’t look as though he did; that is only one of 
the times I have been fooled, however; it don’t make ~ 
much matter; it is only only one of the many times. 

Q. About Judge Barrett—who represented he would let 
up on you? 

A. The same man ; he wasn’t judge then; he was conn- 
sel to the Committee of Seventy, which wasa more impor- 
tant position than that of any judgeon the bench at that 

. time ; it was worse than the Council of Ten in the days of 
Venice, you know. 

Q. Did Mr. Barrett let np on you? 

A. I think not; he always decided against meo 
thing that came up before him ;_ it me too late ore 
remedy what I had done; Ihad carried out my part e 
the programme. : 

Mr. Cowinc—I would like to ask you one . 
Alluding to yonr last examination, after having Ureeipiesta 
Mr. Voorhis was paid $2,500 to stay away, this question 


was put to you: “ What was the motive that induced you 
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to form this combination?” You answer, apon your oath: 
“So that the other side shouldn’t cheat us.” Do you 
now still adhere to that answer? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. Did it occur to you at that time, that the six super- 
visors who were paying $2,500, or who were cognizant of 
$2,500 being paid—that they possibly might not be safe 
parties to select inspectors of election ? 

A. Oh, no; I don’t think men are governed in those 

~ matters by correct ideas of what should be between man 
and man ; I have never known a party man that wouldn’t 
take advantage of such a circumstance. 

Q. Do you now recollect any instance, in active political 
life, when the other side, as you cal) them, took any 
advantage of the kind ? 

A. I don’t know, sir, that we gave them any chance; 
we always had our men there, and had them drilled. 

Q. You didn’t think at that time that possibly these 
inspectors of election who shou!d be selected by the six, 
might be susceptible of taking percentages? 

A. I didn’t think anything of it; we didn’t know but 
what they might take one of our men that way, and we 
didn’t propose to have it fixed that way. 


Alderman Lrwts—It is moved that this meeting be 
adjourned uutil 11 a. «. next Saturday, 15th inst. 


SIXTH DAY. 


eens pete 


11:30 « x1, Sepremper 15, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis. 
Us SLEVIN. 
Ms Cowine. 


Meeting called to order by Chairman. 


Mr. Core—Mr. Tweed, at the close, or near the close, 
of the proceedings at the last session of the Committee, I 
asked you to bring with you to-day the assignments of the 
O’Brien claim against the county, of which you then 
teatificd. Have you done eo? 

A. I have, sir; with the same explanation I made at 
our last meeting, that the assignment was made in blank 
and afterwards filled up in the name of Mr. Dewey. : 


Mr. Corz—I suggest that the clerk be requested to read 
that, that the stenographers may get it. 
Wrrness—In connection with that, I would say to the 


committee that I have also the assignment Mr. Dewey 
made tu me. That will probably form part of that. 

Mr. Townsrenp—And I will say that Mr. Tweeg is 
ready, at any time, if you will prepare the proper papers, 
to make the assignment to the county. 


Mr. Core—That is what [ meant when I made the 
remark, at the last session, that it was so much money in 
the city treasury. 


~ 
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(Assignment read, as follows :) 


“Krow att Men spy turse Presents, That I, James 
O’Brien, of the City of New York, of the first part, for 
and in consideration of one dollar to me in hand paid by 
8S. Foster Dewey, of the secoud part, the receipt whereof 
is hereby acknowledged, have sold, assigned, transferred, 
and set over unto the said party of the second part, not 
less than one-half of any and all claims, demands, debts, 
and sums of money due and owing to me by the city and 
county of New York, it being understood and agreed that 
the amount hereby assigned is not less than $150,000 of 
said claim against said city and county, to have and to hold 
the same unto the said party of the second part, his heirs 
and assigns, with full authority to the party of the second 
part to take all lawful ways and means for the recovery of 
the amount hereby assigned to him, and in case of pay- 
ment of the amount so assigned, to discharge the same as 
fully as I might or could do if these presents were not 
made. 

“Witness my hand and seal this 20th day of 
October, 1871. 
“ Jauxs O’Brien. 
“In presence of 
Jos. A. Monnemrr.” 


Wirnzss—In connection with that, if the Committee will 
allow me to speak, I would say that I have been informed 
by one of the parties who was present when the money 
and mortgages were delivered to Mr. Bixby in his office 
—lI am informed that Mr. Foster Dewey, Mr. William E. 
King, Joseph A. Monheimer, and a brother-in-law of Mr. 
Bixby’s, who was clerk for Mr. Bixby at that time, in his 
office at Warren street, at which place this transfer took 
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place, can testify as to the genuineness of the signature 
and the traneaction ; and I think I am on the way of find- 
ing where the other half has been assigned to. Ihave re- 
ecived notice from a gentleman who can be bronght here, 
if his presence is required, that I can get that informa- 
tion, if I desire it, and if I get the information, the Com- 
mittee shall be furnished with it. 


Mr. Corx—This paper is a formal assignment by 8S. 
Foster Dewey unto William M. Tweed, of all his right, 
title, and interest in the ono half of, and all claims, de- 
mands, debts, and sums of money due and owing to James 
O’Brien by the City and County of New York, which 
cluims, demands, debts, and sums of money were assi~ned 
to him under the written assignment of James O’Brien 
duly sealed, and witneased by Joseph A. Monheimer, rod 
tho twentieth day of October, 1871; it being underatoo@ 
that said assignment was made to him by said O’Brien, in 
order that Mr. William M. Tweed’s name should not ap- 
pear in the paper; but that he was the real party to whom 
said assignment was made; the rest of the paper is for- 
mal—printed form of assignment—and it is sealed and de- 
liverod, and witnessed by John D. Townsend. 


Mr. Townszenp—Mr. Chairman, I have noticed in the 
papers that Mr. O’Brien has denied that he evermade thig 
assignment, and it is very possible that such may be the 
case; it may be that it is a forgery ontirely, and certain} 
we do not want to do any porson any injury. I pro 
before handing this to you, to hand this to some pane 
which will present it in its own form for the press : ‘cae 
Graphic, or some other paper, is in the habit of acs x 
that. If it isa forgery, it ought to be understood to pid 
one; if it is not, that should also be understood. 


pose, 
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Wrrness—I have various papers signed by Mr. O’Brien, 
which almost verifies, in fact, that that is his signature; I 
am prepared, by nuinbers of witnesses, to prove his hand- 
writing, and I have never heard it doubted that that was - 
his signature, until a few days ago. 


Mr. Cowmva—You have seen him write frequently, Mr. 
Tweed ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have seen him write his name? 

A. I have seen him write his name, and believe that to 
be his name on the papers; it has never been called in 
question, to my knowledge, until within the last week. 


Mr. Core—It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we may 
put this matter at rest, right now and here. I suppose 
there must be, within the sound of my voice, some who 
are familiar with the handwriting of Sheriff O’Brien, and 
have seen him write over and over again. If you will in- 
dicate some of his old deputies, or some one who knows 
his handwriting, I think it would be well to call him. 


Wrrness—I have got some very expensive signatures of 
his, that I can produve, which may be compared with that 
one. (Witness produces cancelled checks. ) 


Q. Mr. Tweed, where did you get this paper (the first 
assignment) from ? 

A. That paper was handed to me by Mr. Dewey, at the 
same day it was dated, or the day after; shall I goon and 
state the history of it? 

Q. I believe you have stated it on your former exami- 
nation ? 

A. That was placed among my papers, and filed away. 
After Mr. O’Brien was elected Senator, a bill was intro- 
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duced in the Assembly and the Senate, and was passed 
by the Legislature, referring this matter to a committee. 
About the time that committee was to mect—it was fixed 
by statute when it should meet—I took this paper out 
and handed it to Mr. Dewey, and told him he had better 
employ counsel to collect it, and suggested Mr. Rufus EF. 
Andrews. He took it, and then I never saw it after that 
until it came to my possession at the date I tried to make 
my arrangements with the Attorney General. I tried to 
get in everything I possessed, and what 1 could claim in 
any form, manner and shape, and I retained it in my 
own possession. It was opened in the presence of Mr. 
Townsend. 

Q. You say that the consideration-money for this 
assignment was paid to James O’Brien partly in money, 
and 

A. The party who made the deal tells me in this com- 
munication I have just read to you, that he paid it to Mr. 
Bixby, at Bixby’s office in Warren street, in the presence 
of Mr. King, Mr. Monheimer, and a young man who 
was brother-in-law to Mr. Bixby, and was theclerk in Mr. 
Bixby’s office. 


Q. How did you pay, or how was paid, the considera- 
tion-money for that assignment ? 

A. I paid $20,000 in cash, by a check; $128,000, with 
some accraed interest, on bonds and mortgages, on 
erty lying directly opposite Fernando Wood’ 
the Bloomingdale road. 

Q. To whose order was the check drawn? 
A. The check was drawn to blank, I think, but I a 
not sure; I can’t determine now, because my stub-booL. 
has been unfortunately destroyed, and I can’t tel] . 
tively. ait 


prop- 
8s house, on 


63 


Q. To whom were the mortgages conveyed ¢ 

A. 1 think they were assigned in blank at that time, 
but the dates of the mortgages—they bore date the same 
date as this assignment, and the Register’s office probably 
will show the assignments of mortgages of mine of that 
date. They are on various parcels of property, but all situ. 
ated in that block. 

Q. And you delivered those mortgages in blank, to 
whom ? 

A. To Mr. William E. King, in the presence of Mr. 
Dewey. 

@. Do you know how the blank in hose mortgages 
was filled subsequently ? 

A. Lam not able to tell of my own knowledge; I wil] 
state all 1 know abont it is only from the party who trans- 
acted the business, and tells me this, and would tell it 
here, if he was here. (Witness reads memoranda.) ‘“ The 
“ mortgages that were given in payment of one-half of the 
“ claim were delivered to Mr. F. M. Bixby by Mr. William 
“FE. King, in the presence of 8. F. Dewey, and Mr. 
“‘Monheimer, at Mr. Bixby’s office in Warren street, 
“and the assignment there delivered in blank for the one- 
“half interest, and afterwards filled in to S. F. Dewey, and 
“by him reassigned in blank, and delivered to W. M. 
“Tweed. The mortgages were placed by Mr. F. M. Bixby 
“in the hands of his brother-in-law, a clerk in his Warren 
“street office.” Maybe his brother-in-law wasn’t there; I 
may have stated in the first part of my testimony that he 
was there. ‘They were paid off to him in full, or 
“ assigned on gale to other parties; I think some of them 
“were paid to Benjamin Wood and John Morrissey by 
“O’Brien, in payment of his indebtedness to them.” 


‘ 
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Mr. Townsexp—That is a communication from you to 
Mr. Dewey? 

A. Yes, sir; where I have stated his brother-in-law was 
present at the delivery, I may be mistaken, bocause it 
comes from this, and I have read all that eays. 

Q. Mr. Cour—Now, Mr. Tweed, look at this paper. 
Are you familiar with the hand writing of James 
O’Brien ? 

A. 1 am, sir. 

Q. Did yon ever see him write his name? 

A. 1 have seen him write his name a thousand times— 
a number of times. 

Q. Do you believe that to be his signature ? 

A. Yes,sir; Ido. The thing has never been ques- 
tioned until within the last week. 


. Mr. Corz—Mr. Chairman, I think it well to put this be- 
yond all dispute. Will you call upon some gent!emen 
who have no interest at all in this matter, who are famil- 
iar with Sheriff O’Brien’s hand-writing ? 


Mr. Tween—I would suggest Joel Stevens, who was 
deputy under him. 


Patrick H. Macureg, being sworn, testifies as follows : 


Mr. Core—Mr. Maguire, are you familiar with the 
handwriting of James O’Brien, formerly Sheriff of the 
county ? 

A. I have seen him write it over thirty or forty times. 

Q. Will you look at that signature (presenting assign- 
ment), and tell me whether or not, in your opinion, it is 
his signature f 
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A. To the best of my knowledge, it is his signature, 


Mr. Corz—It would be well to identify the paper some 
way. 
Mr. Twrzp—Yes, sir; that is the assignment. 


(Assignment marked Exhibit A, of September 15, 
1877.) 


Jozi O. Stevens, being sworn, testifies as follows: 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Stevens, are you familiar with the hand- 
writing of James O’Brien, who was formerly sheriff of 
this county ? 

A. J am, sir. 

Q. Have you seen him wnite often ? 

A. I have, sir. 

Q. You were his deputy, were you not? 

A. No, sir; I was his undor-sheriff. 

Q. Will you look at the signatare to this paper, which 
is marked Exhibit A, and state whether or not that is the 
signature of James O’Brien ? 

A. That is his signature, sir. 

Mr. Corz—That is all, sir. 

Mr. Cote—Now, with regard to what is known as “ gen- 
eral supplies,” Mr. Tweed, was it a part of the duty of the 
sopervisors to furnish general supplies for the different 
departments ? 

A. For the county departments it was, sir. 

@Q. What departments were those { 

A. The Sheriff's office, County Clerk’s office, the vari- 
oas branches of the judiciary in the city, the Register’s 
office, the Surrogate’s office, all that was known as the 
county offices, 

§ 
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Q. What was the nature of these edpplies ? 

A. Everything they required ; pons, inks stationery, all 
kinds of fael—furniture—— 

Q. Everything ? 

A. Everything; evorything that they required for their 
use. 

Q. Did the item of supplies form a very considerable 
part of the expenditures which the supervisors author~ 
ized ¢ 

A. It was a large part, sir. 

Q. Who were they purchased from, a3 a rule, in those 
days ! 

A, Generally from those firms that were mentioned in 
the last statement I read the other day. From 1860 ty 
1870 of those books were to be furnished me to-day, are 
they here? 

A. They are here ; yes, sir. Well, generally, can yon re- 
member the names of most of the firms? 

A. Yes, sir; Jones & Co., Kennard & Hay, Sevrnour 
& Company, Barnard, Keveer—Keyser was gencra!ly for 
stoves and matters of that kind—Ingersoll, furniture ; 
Ingersoll, Watson & Co. at one time, and Ingersol) & 
Company afterwards. 

Q. Ail these items form part of the items concerning 
which you testified at the last meeting ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Tweed, do you know anything about the passa ore 
of the Charter of 1870 in the Laalacnet 3 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Were youa member of the Legislature at that time 2 
A. I was. 


Q. You were a Senator, were you not ? s 
A, I was, sir. 
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Q. Well, now, I would like for you to state the origin 
of that charter, as far as yon know—who prepared it, and 
how it was passed—by what means? 

A. It is a long history. 

Q. Well, condense it. Who prepared it? 

A. It was prepared partially by Mr. Hall, Mr. Peter B. 
Sweeney, Mr. Cornelius Corson, Mr. Alexander Frear; [ 
had a little to do withit; Mr. Hitchman had something to 
do with it; most all the prominent people connected with 
the Tammany organization had something to do with it, 
either by direct or indirect action, or by suggestion. 

Q. Well, was that Charter passed through the Legisla- 
ture fairly, or was money used to procure its passage ? 

A. Money was used. 

@. Do you mean to say that members of the Legisla- 
ture were bribed to vote for it ? 

A. I mean to say that I paid for it; in the Assembly 
they were paid to vote for it; in the upper House, the 
Senate, they were paid to control the Republican caucus, 
60 that we should be sure of having the vote, not only 
of those who were paid for it, but of some who were not. 

Q. Do you know personally of any member of the 
House, the Assembly, being paid for his vote on that Char- 
ter? 

A. I don’t think I do, 6f the Assembly. 

Q. Do you know personally of any member of the 
Senate ever having been paid for his vote in that regard ? 

A. I do. 

Q. Was it by this charter that the Board of Super 
visors ceased to exist? 

A; No, sir; that was.aspecial Jaw, as my memory serves 
me. - 
Q. It: was in the tax levy, wasn’t it? 
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A. No, sir; it was a special law, I think, abrogating the 
Board of Supervieors, but I am go utterly unable to obtain 
books to bring back my recollection, that I am at the 
mercy of ny memory, which, as a matter of course, throngh 
what [ have been, is pretty nearly correct, but perhaps may 
not be altogether eo, and these things happeued so long ago 
that I may be mistaken, but I don’t think lam. And just 
here I want to make a correction. At the last meeting of 
the committee I stated that I thought the Board of Super- 
visors had appointed as Surrogate, in the place of Mr- 
West, who died, Gideon J. Tucker. I have since had a 
communication, by which I am informed, and I know 
from my own memory now, that after the death of Mr. 
West no person was appointed, but the Presiding Justice 
of the Court of Common Pleas, who was Mr. Charles P. 
Daly, according to the statute, acted as Surrogate np to 
December; at the November election Mr. Gideon J. 
Tucker was clected, and on the certificate of the Board 
of County Canvassers took his seat in December of that 
year ; therefore the only appointment of a county officer, 
that I know of, made by tho Board of Supervisors, wag 
that of Recorder, and that, I think, was in March, 
1866. 

Q. That was in 1870, that the act was passed, whereby 
the old Board of Supervisors ceased to exist; and then 
what was done? 

A. Then the powers were placed in the hands of what 
was called an Auditing Committev. 

Mr. Lews—All the power that had theretofore been 
exercised by the Board of Supervisors 1 

A. The power to andit the bills; I can’t recollect the 
exact powers ; first the charter was passed, then the abro- 
gation of the Board of Supervisors, and then the tax-levy, 
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if my memory is correct, and I think in tho tax-levy was 
this Board of Audit. 

Q. Well, now, who composed the Board of Andit? 

A. I think, if you have the Session Laws of 1870, I will 
read exactly what it was. (Laws prodnced ; examined by 
witness.) It is chapter 382, section 4, county tax-lovy for that 
year: “All liabilities against the County of New York, in- 
“ curred previous tu the passage of this act, shall be audited 
“by the Mayor, Comptroller, and present President of the 
“Board of Supervisors.” That last was myself. 

Q. Who was the Mayor ? 

A. A. Oakey Hall. 

Q. Who was the Comptroller ? 

A. Richard B. Connolly. 

Q. And you were—— 

A. I was the then present President of the Board of 
Supervisors. 

Q. Who prepared those clauses in the tax-levies of 1870, 
which gave the control to you three men? 

A. The first time that I ever saw it I think was in one 
of the ante-rooms Mr. Sweeney had in the Delavan 
House, at which were present Mr. Sweeney, Connolly, 
Hall, and myself, and I believe it was prepared by Mr. 
Hall. 

Q. Well, was the matter talked over at that mceting, 
what powers they gave, and—— 

A. It was; yes, sir. 

Q. At that meeting was there any intimation that 
the powers given tothe Comptroller, the Mayor, and the 
President of the Department of Public Works, would 
enable them to make moncy for themselves ? 

A. I don’t know that there was anything said in refer. 
ence to making money for themselves, but it was to reim- 
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burse them, and those who had advanced moneys for the 
passage of the charter. By the passage of that charter, 
which cost a great deal of money, nothing could be re- 
turned. That standing alone, nothing could happen of any 
great harm, but the powers that were afterward given by 
the subsequent acts of the Legislature gave them the power 
to make the money. 

Q. The object, as I understand yon, of the acts 
which are known as Tax-Levy acts of 1870, was to enable 
you three men to reimburse yourselves and othera for 
money which had been expended in the passage of the 
charter ? 

A. That was one of the reasons talked of. 

Q. Who had furnished the money to be used in procur- 
ing the passage of the charter ? 

A. Various tradesmen and ourselves. 

Q. Well, by “ ourselves ” you mean—— 

A. Connolly, myself, Mr. Hugh Smith, who represented 
at that time Peter B. Sweeney, and at times Mayor Hall, 
and the various tradesmen—Ingersoll, Garvey, and Keyser, 
some. 

Q. The tradesmen you have mentioned in other con- 
nections ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you be kind enongh to mention in this connec_ 
tion all the tradesmen who furnished money, so far ag you 
can recollect, to bribe the Legislature of 1870 to pass the 
charter of that year—the tradesmen and all other people 
too, whether tradesmen or not. 


A. Garvey, James H. Ingersoll, Keyser & Oo., E. a 
Woodward, James Watson, Edward Boylo, Edward Mari- 
ner. I can’t recollect all the names; most everybody who 
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hed connection with the furnishing of supplics to the 
county at the time. 

Q. Can yon recollect any others ? } 

‘ A. I don’t recollect any others at the present time. 

Q. Is there any way that you can refresh your memory 
eo that yon can recollect more of those ? 

A. Idon’t know that there is, but those books that I 
desired to see would be of service to me. What I read the 
other day, aud what I am now reading, is not the pro 
eeedings of the Board of Supervizors; it is the approved 
bills. I think Jacobus paid something towards it. 

Q. Fall name, if you please. 

A. Jacobns—Charles H. Jacobus. I think Kennard, 
& Hay paid something to doit, through Henry Smith. Oh, 
Henry Smith paid considerable towards it; he was then 
Police Commissioner. I may mention a namo here that 
didn’t contribute, but my impression is that they did; if 
they didn’t, they at least paid their per cent.—up to 1868 
fifteen per cent.; and after that whatever amount was 
charged them, butgenerally fifteen per cent. I mention no 
man’s name who hasn’t done one or the other. The Erie 
Railroad contributed something to that fand. I never 
got it. 

Q. Throngh whom? 

A. Jay Gould or Fisk, or both. When I eay Gould 
I mean both, and when I say Fisk, I mean both. When we 
commenced conversation with twoin the room, we were 
generally left with one, no matter which it was; but they 
generally spoke asone man. I think that that money was 
handed in throngh Mr. Peter B. Sweeney, although I am 
not positive. I don’t know as I can seo any other names 
here. Mr. Henry Smith raised a good deal for us. 
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Q. Didn’t you get eome of the money from different 
heads of the departments in the city and county? 

A. Not in connection with that; we did for the inser- 
tion of certain items into the tax levy which they required ; 
they contributed for items in the tax levy, although I be- 
lieve they did help us a little in that; I don’t know; I 
don’t recollect distinctly. 

Q. How was that money raised, to buy through that 
charter of 1870? 

A. A large part of it was raised by the notes, jointly, of 
Connolly and Smith, made payable to my order, or Con- 
nolly and myself, made payable to Smith’s order, or Smith 
and myself, made payable to Connolly’s order, as the case 
might be, and discounted at the Broadway Bank. I think 
some were discounted in the Netional Central; asa gen- 
eral thing, made payable to my order, and discounted at 
the Broadway Bank. 

Q. You had them discounted in the Broadway National 
Bank ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, then, the money having come into your hands, 
did you use it personally in influencing members of the 
Legislature? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Did you pay it out yourself to them? 

A. Tosome Senators; yes, sir; what was paid in the 
Assembly was paid, almost all of it, by Mr. A. D. Barber, 
who was then doing a great deal of that business in 
Albany. 

Q. Did you ever give any money to Mr. Barber, for 
the express purpose of paying members of the Legislature 
to vote for this charter ? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. How much money did you pay? 

A. Ihave no idea; hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Q. As much as two hundred thoneand dollars ? 

A. Just abont three times that—abont six hundred’ 
thonsand dollars, I think, sir. 

Q. Did you pay that money over to him in money? 

A. I paidthat to him in money, direct, because I think 
after the session adjourned, there was some thirty, or forty, 
or fifty thousand dollars that required to be paid after- 
wards; that he came to my office, and I gave him my 
check for it. 

Q. The check came back to you indorsed ? 

A. Yes, sir; I think it was $36,000, the balance of 
work done in Albany that winter. 

Q. Did you ever have any transactions with Mr. Barber, 
except as a go-between between yourself and those whom 
you wished to influence in legislation ? 

A. Mr. A. D. Barber, when I was in tho street office as 
Deputy Commissioner, was appointed by Charles G. Cor- 
nell as Deputy Collector of Assessments, a position which 
‘was a fee office worth from ten to fifteen thousand dollars 
a year—very seldom less than ten thousand, and very rarely 
over fifteen, although sometimes; the office was estab- 
lished for collecting money raised for assessments, and 
paid for assessments ; Barber seldom was in his office ; 
the work was generally done by the collector himself, who 
was Mr. Starkweather; that is the only other business I 
know of besides what I have mentioned before; once in a 
while—he kept a crockery store—and I would buy orock- 
ery of him, but never for large amounts. 

Q. What would you call a large amount? 

A. Anything over five thousand dollars, a large amount, 
I did then; now I call anything over five dollars. 
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Q. Was there any traneaction between yon and him of 
a legitimate nature—I mean apart from his business of 

A. Except that I bonght a few bills of crockery. 

Q. Amounting in whole? 

A. Not to $1,000; I think not to $500; I was also 
connected with him for a while in the Avenue C Railroad. 

Q. What is understood to be Mr. Barber’s business in 
Albany ? 

A. I believe he has sworn there, before the committee, 
that his business is to walk up and down the hill and talk 
to members. Mr. Barber is a very smart man, very well 
posted, and very conversant with matters of legislation, 
and is very valuable for advice in those mattera He has 
‘spent a great many years there, knows a great many mem- 
bers, and his advice is sound, generally. 

Q. After the legislation which placed the power to 
audit bills in this Board of Andit, composed of yourself, 
Mayor Hall, and Mr. Connolly, did you three men have 
any understanding with each other as to how you were to 
make money out of that legislation ? 

A, We did. 

Q. Well, now, what was that understanding, and all 
abont it? 

A. The understanding was that the parties to whom we 
advanced moneys, and whom we had confidence in, shon]d 
through our influence, advance bills for work purporting 
to be done for the county or the city; more particularly 
for the county, and they shonld receive only fifty per 
cent. of the amount of their bills, 

Q. Well, this plan didn’t necessarily contem 
the bille shoald be bona dae ata eee te ene 


A. Well, we presnmed that they would be, of course ; 
b 
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any supposition was that they would have some basis, how- 
ever slight. 

Q. Well, how did you communicate to your proposed 
confederates the design that you had conceived ? 

A. Connolly had in his office a very confidential man 
at that time; one who had his utmost confidence, Mr. 
Watson; and he also had my confidence to the utmost 
limit; he had done a great deal of business for both of 
us in other matters. Mr. Woodward was a very active, 
energetic young man in the Board of Supervisors, whose 
fidelity was undonbted. I proposed that these two should 
prepare the bills, and present them, and Connolly should 
pay them. That was agreed upon. 

@. When you say that no one doubted the fidelity of 
Mr. Woodward, what do you mean ? 

A. I meant I had the utmost confidence in his fidelity 
in every way; in his judgment and discretion. 

@. You mean fidelity to any person with whom—— 

A. With whom he was identified. 

Q. Well, now, tell us what instructions were given to 
Woodward in the beginning of this thing ? 

A. Mr. Woodward and Watson both—I think I spoke 
to thein both, and I think Mr. Connolly told me that he 
had spoken to them, together or separately, to the same 
effect—I think I spoke to them separately—I instructed 
them that they should go on and introduce bills, have 
them paid, and as fast as the payments were made, fifty 
per cent. should be deducted from the amount—that the 
parties receiving the bills should hand them back fifty per 
cent. of the amount. 

Q. That the parties should receive the face of the bill, 
and hand back to Mr. Woodward or Mr. Wateon fifty per 
cent. 1 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, then, what were they, according to that un- 
derstanding, to do with the fifty per cont. ? 

A. They were to give ten per cent. to me, ten per cent. 
to Mr. Connolly, ten per cent. to Mr. James Sweeney, for 
Mr. Peter B. Sweeney, and ten per cent. to Mr. Sweeney 
or Mr. Smith, for Mr. Hall; and of the other ten per 
cent. they were to retain five themselves, two-and-a-half to 
each of them. 

Q. Of the other ten per cent. they were to retain five 
per cent ? 

A. Yes, sir; and the other five per cent. was to be put 
back as a sinking-fund for other expenses. 

Q. What do you mean by “ other expenses?” 

A. The obtaining of legislation, or other expenses which 
might be necessary. 

Q. Who was to hold it? 

A. They were to hold it. Watson was a man of con- 
siderable wealth, and he was to hold it; I think the under- 
standing was that I was to approve the bills, and I was to 
approve them as either Chairman of the Committee or 
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors. Shortly after thig 
understanding was completed, probably a week or ten 
days afterwards, Mr. Woodward brought me over a batch 
of bills on which I wrote my name, “Wm. M. Tweed 
Ch., Chairman.” He also brought with him some tae 
tificates to be signed by each member of the Board—to be 
signed in blank, with the proper title. Those I signed, and 
drew them off in blank—quite a nnmber of them | and 
certified “approved and correct ;” some of those I we 
those words over myself. Then that paper authorizing th 
Comptroller to draw the warrant for the amount of eae. 
bill had to be signed by the Mayor and the Campers ie 
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Mr. Watson or Mr. Woodward—lI can’t recollect now ; I 
don’t know which one—took them and had them signed, 
and after they were signed, the warrants were drawn. I 
think before any bills were paid, but if not before, after 
payment of the first batch of bills, or some of them, 
Watson came to see me, and said that Connolly wasn't 
satisfied with the ten per cent.; he wanted twenty. I 
asked him what was the reason of that. He said that Con- 
nolly said that he had to take all the responsibility and 
the risk, and the thing couldn’t be done without him. I 
said: “ It conldi’t be done without me either.” I asked 
how he could doit that way anyhow. Hesaid: “The way 
“ we can do it is this: These people would be satisfied with 
“ less percentage ; I think they would take one-third, instead 
“ of one-half, because they are giving nothing for it; Ican 
“ make that arrangement with them, I know.” “ Well, very 
“well,” said I, “go on and make the arrangement, if you 
“can, and I am willing. Give Connolly twenty, and you 
“ must give me twenty-five, and give Mr. Sweeney ten per 
“cent. ‘That would make fifty-five.’” He suid: “‘ Then if 
“«T give Hall his ten per cent., where would we be?’” I 
‘“‘gaid: ‘ That’s so; see Hall and tell him that expenses are 
“¢ 89 heavy we can’t afford to give him but five.’” He said 
he would, and so it was arranged that way. Whether I was 
paid the twenty-five per cent. on the first two or three 
bills 1 am not positive, but I am positive that I got twen- 
ty-five per cent. on all other bills after the first batch. I 
think, between the signing of the bills and the payment 
to him of the percentage, Connolly had objected to receiv- 
ing ten, and wanted twenty; that caused the new deal, 
and we had no more talk about the bills, except at one 
time Mr. Hall said to me, when I saw him in his office: 
“ Your people are very slow settling up our matters.” I 
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inquired about it, and I found ont they hadn’t settled 
with Mr. Hall’s friends for the amounts. I made them 
hurry up and pay it, that ended it, and I never heard any 
more coinplaints. 

Q. You say Mr. Hall eaid he never received his per 
cent. ? 

A. No, sir; he never said anything about the percent- 
age; he never came to me about it; I was in his office; 
I weut over there to see him about a bill of Garvey’s, in 
which there had been some delay about his signature. 
He said: “ your folks are slow in settling up;” I told him 
I didn’t know anything about it, but I would inquire. I 
found they weren’t squaring up with him as fast as they 
ought to; I said that would be remedied, and the bill was 
signed by him that day. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with any other 
member of the Ring with regard to their payments f 

A. About the time this tax-levy was put in the charter— 
the tax-levy was to bring in money—abont the time this 
was pnt in, Mr. Sweeney, Hall, Connolly and myself met 
in 8 room of Mr. Sweeney’s in the Delavan House, and 
decided to divide the money as we first suggested—ten per 
cent. to each. 

Q. All four of you decided upon that ten per cent. for 
each? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cowtnc—Which Mr. Sweeney are you speaking of ? 

A. Peter B. Sweeney; as regards the payment of 
money by these clerks to any body else except myself, I 
know nothing about it. 

Mr. Corx—But the agreement was that you four men 
in the beginning should have each ten per cent., and the 
others were to have five? 
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A. Four equal parts of ten per cent. each for us; for 
these young men five per cent., and the rest to be kept for 
2 reserve-fuud, to meet any expenses—to be put in the 
hands of Mr. Watson as a treasurer. 

Q. Well, now, Watson and Woodward were go-be- 
tweens; Woodward represented you, didn’t he? 

A. Yea, sir; he particularly represented me, becanse 
we had to have somebody in the Board of Supervisors -to 
do this work. : 

Q. And Watson, I understand you, represented Con. 
nolly ? 

A. Yes, sir; financially. 

Q. Who represented Sweeney f 

A. James M. Sweeney or Hugh Smith, as the case 
might have been. 

Q. Who represented Hall ? 

A. Mr. Smith particularly; my conversations on all 
these matters were generally with Watson or Woodward ; 
either both personally, or one or the other ; the conversa- 
tion I had with one was precisely the same as I had with 
the other; I think they were both present at most of the 
conversations. 

Q. Well, who, now, were the outside parties who pre- 
sented these bogus bills ? 

A. Ingersoll was the prominent outside man, working, 
as lafterwards understood, with Mr. Woodward—James 
H. Ingersoll; Garvey was one; Keyser was one; pretty 
much everybody who drew money out under that Board 
of Audit had the arrangement, and paid it; I think I can 
safely say everybody. 

Q. What did you mean when yon said that almost 
everybody in Tammany Hall had a hand in preparing the 
charter of 18701 
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A. I don’t know that I did say so. 

-Q. Did yon mean that everybody who belonged to 
Tammany organization had a hand in it? 

A. I meant everybody who was looked upon as a leader 
or a representative man in the association had something 
to say about it. 

Q. Tell us every name that you know of, that had any- 
thing to do with the contents of that paper ? 

A. In the first place the Senators were all spoken to 
about this charter of 1870; in the first place Senator 
Bradley and myself; and then the members of the As- 
sembly, pretty nearly every one except Mr. Lawrence D. 
Kiernan, who represented O’Brien; and then everybody 
who camo from New York at that time; I think pretty 
much the leading men of the organization in each 
ward. 

Q. Did I understand yon to say that the charter by it- 

» self was ineffectual for the purpose of raising money at 
all, and it became necessary to pass these subsequent acts 
to make it efficacious for that purpose ? 

A. I desired to be 80 understood, sir. 

Q. Well, now, besides the five men you have named 
who knew of these clauses which were inserted into he 
tax-levy, giving this power to the Comptroller, and the 
President of the Department of Works, do yon know any 
who were aware of the power conferred upon you by those 
acts ? 

A. I don’t know of any one except ourselves, who knew 
how far the power went. 

Q. I am speaking now of these clauses in the tax-ley 
whivh were used by the Ring for the purpose of mad 
money illegally ? & 

A. I don’t think that, as a general thing, they knew how 
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* far that reached ; we didn’t know ourselves, but that was 
the only way we thought of at that time. 

Q. Well, now, did nobody except you five men know 
that these clauses were inserted into the tax-levies, for the 
purpose of raising money at.the expense of the city and 
county treasury or not? . 

A. I don’t think we ever told thom ; I don’t know what 
their opinions were. 

Q. Did yon ever hear anybody else say a0 Were you 
ever in consultation with anybody else? 

A. I was in consultation as to the passage of the tax- 
levy ; I was in consultation with every member of that 
committee whom I could get to, but I never told them the 
object of this amendment. 

Q. Was it discussed between anybody else except the 
men you have mentioned ? 

A. I think not. 

Q. Well, then, so far as you know, do you ordo you 
not know, that any other persons were informed of the 
object of this clause of the tax-levy ? 

A. OF this clause ? 

Q. Yes, sir; this clause in the county tax-levy, which 
put the power in the hands of you four men to raise 
money illegally. 

A. I don’t think they did; 1am not positive, because, 
at that time, I talked with a great many persons on that 
subject; I think Mr. Hugh Smith knew it. 

Q. Yes, yon have mentioned him. Anybody oxcept 
those you have mentioned # 

A. Thatisall | 

Q. Did anybody else, except those persons that you 
have mentioned, have a part of the money of which you 
defranded the city or county ? 

6 : 
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A. I think not directly ; that ia, not knowing where the 
money came from, and not as being part of that money ; 
the money, of course, was distributed aronnd in every 
way, to every body, and paid for every thing, and was 
scattered throngh the community. 

Q. Not knowingly, nor with any idea that they partici- 
pated in your plans and your practices ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, you say that yon paid money to 
certain members of the Senate, for the purpose of in- 
fiuencing their action with regard to the Charter of 1870? 

A. Ido say 80; yes sir. 

Q. Personally ? 

A. Yes, sir; when I speak of no other persons knowing 
of this thing, of course Mr. Barber knew abont this 
amendment, and it was talked about frequently before it 
was ; 
Q. Before it: was passed ? 

A. Before it was passed. 

Q. Well, now, will you state what mombers of the 
Senate you paid money to in this very connection, with re- 
gard to this Charter of 1870? 

A. My relations with members of the Senate were e0 
delicate, and eo many different operations transpired, that 
I would prefer having a copy of the Manual of that year 
before I answer. 

Mr. Core—Mr. Chairman, will you send for it, please ? 
(Manual produced; examined by witness.) Now, Mr. 
Tweed, please be careful, for yon are deaJing with the rep- 
utations of some prominent public men. This question 
is intended to bring out such matters as you yourself per- 
sonally know about, and such as you yourself personally 
paid, and no others at present. 
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A. It must be told in the form of a little narrative, 
as there are little points bearing on the subject, which, if 
alone and distinct from other matters and relations, could 
not be answered by “ yes” or “ no,” and their significance 
might not be properly understood. The origination of this 
charter was from the fact that a great many Democrats in 
New York had become dissatisfied, and under thelead of Mr. 
Norton, Oreamer, and Genet in the Senate, L. D. Kiernan 
and others in the Assembly, had made up their mind 
to oust all the Democrats who then held office, that is, the 
Mayor, the Comptroller, the Street Commissioner, the City 
Chamberlain, and all the officers under them, the Counsel 
to the Corporation and others; for that purpose they had 
introduced, in the carly part of the session, a charter, and 
on the heels of that they introduced tive or six other char- 
ters. Finally, the matter became very violent among our- 
selves, 80 a meeting was called of the Tammany Hall 
Gencral Committee of that year, by myself, who was then 
chairman of that committee. That for the first time con- 
vinced us how far these parties were proceeding, and how 
strong they were, fer I think that paper was signed by a 
majority of the committee. I, of course, was forced to 
call the meeting, and on the day the meeting was to be 
called, the sachems, who controlled the organization, 
decided théy wouldn’t have a meeting that night, from the 
fact that there was trouble apprehended, and they feared 
that if they held a meeting, there would bea riot. We 
communicated with Henry Smith, and a large force of 
men were present, and no meeting was held. Either that 
night, or the next day, the charter as prepared, was placed 
in the hands of Mr. Frear, who was then » Member of As- 
sembly, and was identified with our interests; and while 
they were trying to get into Tammany Hall, Mr. Frear 
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introduced that bill in the Assembly, and had it referred 
to the committee he desired to have it referred to. I 
remained in New York that night, and the next day, when 
I went to Albany, I fonnd that Mr. Hastings and others, 
republicans, were very anxiously at work to keep up this 
rivalry in the democratic organization. I found he was 
very bitter, and I sent for him, and he came tomy room. I 
stated my business with him, which was to ask his advice 
about the passage of the charter, and to get him to aid us 
in helping italong. After some little discussion, he finally 
consented to aid me, dropping his opposition to our side 
of the house, and suggested that the best way to do it 
would bo that I should see certain Senators, and, if possi- 
ble, have a cancus of the Republican Senators called, and 
get them committed to our charter. We had arranged it 
so as to have no difficulty to pass it in the lower house. 
We passed it in the lower house, and at Mr. Hastings’ sug- 
gestion, lsaw a number of Senators, moro particularly 
Senators Norris Winslow, William Woodin, Bowen, 
Minier, and Senator Janes Wood. 

Mr. Corn—Please supply the first names with regard to 
all of those ? 

A. Norris Winslow, William B. Woodin, Theodore L. 
Minicr, George Bowen, and James Wood. I didn’t know 
how to reach Winslow particularly, although he had been 
hanging around my rooma good deal, being a member of 
a Committee of which I was chairman. Te was said to 
be a wealthy man; president of a bank where he lived - 
president of an insurance company. I guess, in ihe 
county he caine from, he was the most living of all the 
living en there; ho was looked up to a great deal, ang 
was @ very active and cnergetic man. I didn’t know just 
how to tackle hiin; at Ilastings’ suggestion I spoke to 
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Mr. Bowen, Wood, and Minier; Mr. Woodin I had never 
had any talk with before; he was aquiet man. Rathera 
reserved man ; I never had spoken to him much, except 
passing the time of day with him ; but, on tho day I came 
from New York to Albany, a gentleman I had had deal- 
ings with at the time, came to me and said that he under- 
stood [ was trying to reach some Senators in this business, 
and he believed he could help me or give me some valua- 
ble suggestions. He said: “ I know the brother-in-law of 
one of the Senators, and I think I can bring yon to- 
gether.” I asked him the name of the Senator; he told 
me it was Winslow; I did see the brothor-in-law, and it 
brought Mr. Winslow and me together. I talked the mat- 
ter over with Mr. Winslow, and he thought they ought to 
have $50,000 apiece. Isaid we would pay for it, but I said 
we couldn’t afford to pay that; finally we talked the mat- 
ter over, and, in one or two days, Iastings suggested that 
if 1 got Woudin it would be well for me, as he was an 
infinential man, 8 powerful speaker, and stood very high 
in his party. 

Q. What Hastings do yon mean? 

A. Hugh Hastings, here, of Zhe Commercial Adver- 
deer ; after thinking the matter over, one day I met Mr. 
Woodin; I think I met him in the library-hall of the 
Senate Chamber. I said to him, “1 hope that you are not 
going against me in this matter; it is a personal fight 
against me.” He said no, he wasn’t. I said, “ They have 
threatened to remove me from my position as Deputy Street 
Commissioner ; I feel it as a personal fight,” and that I felt 
bound to win, and I felt sure that I should win. He said it 
wasn’t a personal fight as faras he was concerned. Llesaid, 
“Norton is a very clever gentleman, a friend of mine, 
who always helps my measures, and I want to help him 
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when I can, and I would like to help Mr. Genet in this 
thing, too.” I said, “ Don’t you want to help me? It 
has become a personal fight against me, and I wonld rather 
lose my life than lose a fight.” He said, “ You take it very 
earnest.” I said, “ Yes, I take it very earnest, and I wilk 
do almost anything a man can do to prevent myself 
being beaten. I was always earnest in everything I under- 
took, but I am particularly so in this matter, which I re- 
gard as having taken the form of a personal fight against 
me.” Ile said, “I haven’t got anything against you; I 
don’t want to injure you in any way.” “ Well,” I said, 
“this is injuring me.” Then he spoke about my position 
and so forth; that it ought to be worth a great deal of 
money to me, and I said it was, and I was willing to pay 
for it. Idon’t know who bronght in money first, but 
money came up in the course of our conversation. I talked 
around him to get him to make some proposition, bnt that 
was the whole of ourconversation. Hesaid he would see 
me the next day; I reported that meeting to Winslow 
and Hastings separately, and they said “I guess you car 
get the old man; stick to him ;” and I did stick to him. 
Next place I met him I talked to him again. He said he 
would come to my room and see me that night; then J 
felt pretty sure of him. I talked with Mr. James Woog 
and Winslow; they thought it was better the money shonid 
all be placed inone man’shands. I spoke to Woodin, and 
said, “I will win anyhow ; I have got the thing all fixed, 
but I would rather win by a very large majority, and hate 
all the Republicans go with me, and be on my side.» 
Then I suggested the caucus, aud suggested that the Re- 
publicans shonid resolve in the caucus to support me in 
this measure. I said, “ Here is a way of getting over it, 
if money matters are mentioned: If yon go in caucus, 
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and if the resolution is arrived at, you can say, ‘I was 
governed by the caucus, and had to do it because the 
caucus did, and I personally went against it.’” I said, 
“ Whatever I know about it I will keep to myself, and 
you needn’t fear anybody learning anything from me.” 
He said, “No; I am not afraid to trnst you; I know you 
are all right. What other Republicans have you got?” 
“Well,” I said, “if 1 don’t get you 1 don’t want to tell 
you the others.” I spoke to Winslow about it again, and 
Winslow said, “* You can mention my name and the other 
names.” I hed an interview with Mr. Woodin the next 
day, and I said the same thing to him that I had said to 
Winslow in the course of conversation, that I was to give 
each of them forty thousand dollars; he wanted to know 
if I wouldn’t give fifty. 

Mr. Corze—Who asked that? 

A. Mr. Woodin. I said I didn’t propose to give more— 
I couldn’t afford it; finally he consented to go with the 
others. I said, “Shall 1 hand you $40,000%” He said, 
‘“‘ Do the same with this as you are doing with the rest.” 
I said, “Iam going to hand the rest to Mr. Winslow.” 
The Republicans held their cancus, and resolved to stand 
by the charter. A short time after Mr. Hastings in- 
formed me that they had had a cancns, and that was tho 
result; and, in fact, 1 knew already, for 1 kept myself 
pretty well postedon all that went on. The result was the 
caucus did pass the resolution that they would stand by 
the Charter and agree to the caucus determination ; when 
the bill came up every Republican voted for it except Mr. 
Thayer, and every Democrat voted for it except Mr. 
Genct. The Senate was full—thirty-two Senators; thirty 
of them voted for it, and only two against it. 
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Y. This was the charter which had been prepared by 
the leaders of Tammany Hall? , 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were these thie only Senators whom you had deal- 
ings with in connection with this matter? 

A. No, sir; I bought some of the others aleo. 

Q. How did you buy them? 

A. I bought some of the Democrats by giving them 
places ? 

Q. What Democrats, and what placest All about it. 

A. Icouldn’ttell what places. Places—employment of 
men in the department, where they pnt their name on the 
pay-roll, and drew their money once a month. 

Q. I want to know all members ‘of the Senate whom 
you approached with reference to their votes on this bill, 
where you used any arguments except the legitimate 
arguments, which might have been seen by an examination 
of the bill itself{—I mean promises of money, position, 
place, or what not f 

A. Samuel H. Frost, in the First District, I gave places 
to—places to his friends, you know—appointments. 

Q. When you name a man, tell all that transpired 
between you ? . 

A. I appointed qnite a number of men for him in 
different positions—small positions, $2.50 or $3 a day— 
who did no work, but their name was on the pay-roll, and 
they drew their pay every month. 

Q. Was that understood to be the consideration with 
which you controlled his vote? 

A. There was no understanding liad about it at all. J 
agreed to do that, and he agreed tu vote for the bill. 

Q. You know what I mean, Mr. Tweed. Was there an 
understanding that he should vote for that consideration ? 
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A. I don’t think he would have voted with me if I 
hadn’t given him that consideration; I think there were 
quite a number—fifty or sixty, I believe. Senator Michael 
Norton I agreed to help in his business matters in New 
York. 

Q. If he would vote for the bill ? 

A. Yes, sir; Thomas J. Creamer—some arrangements 
were made with him by Mr. Connolly ; I don’t know what 
the arrangement was, thongh it was understood that he was 
to vote for it. Genet voted against us. Senator Cauld- 
well—I gave a place to his partner, Mr. Whitney, to be not 
leas than $20,000 a year; if it was less, 1 was to make it 
up. He was appointed Deputy Collector of Assessments, a 
place worth fifteen thousand and some hundred dollars; I 
did make up the rest of it at the end of the year. William 
M. Graham I gave money to. 

Q. How much, and all about it ? 

A. I can’t recollect; I was giving him money all the 
time. It was $1,000 to-day, $500 to-morrow, $10,000 the 
next day, to get him out of business difficulties. He was 
in trouble with his bank matters, and borrowed money 
from me to help himself out; but that didn’t help him 
He lost his money and mine too. 

Q. He had an agreement with you that if he voted for 
this bill, you would give him money, and youdid givehim 
money ? 

A. Yes, sir. Mr. Winslow I gave money to, as I said 
before. Augustus Elwood, I think, I gave money to for 
that—for something else, if not for that. William H. 
Brand 1 gave money to for that; I think it was five thou- 
sand dollars; 1 am pretty sure it was. I gave money to 
Mr. Woodin, in the matter of Winslow. 

Mr. Cowmxva—You gave it to Mr. Woodin personally ? 
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A. 1 gave it to Winslow, as I said before. Iam sure he 
got it, because I asked him afterwards if my matters with 
him were all satisfactory, and he said “ Yes.” Abraham 
V. Harpending I gave $5,000. Theodore L. Minier I gave 
money to in the same way. George Bowen I did the 
same to. 

Mr. Corz—What did you do? 

A. George Bowen I gave the same as I did to Minier 
and Wood; they were three of the five I gave money to 
in that matter. That finishes all, I believe. 

Q. Now, are those all the members of the Senate that 
you recollect ? 

A. All that I recollect in regard to this charter; I 
didn’t buy them to vote for the charter; I bought them 
to vote to sustain our charter in their caucus, 

Q. Well, Mr. Tweed, I want you to be precise about 
this thing, because you are now dealing with reputations 
of honorable men. 

A. I am, except in the case of one man, and if I didn’t 
pay him for that, I did for other work of the kind. | 
don’t want to do the slightest injustice to any man. 

Q. You testified that you had a conversation with Win- 
slow, in which you agreed to pay him money, and that 
you did pay him money into his hands ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Woodin ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did you agree with Woodin that yon would 
give him money for his vote? 

A. Well, there may not have been the ver 
used, but it was understood that he was to ied fseune 
charter, and I was to give him $40,000 for doing it. ty 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Tweed, the qnestion is this: Dia 
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you in words say to Mr. Woodin that you wonld pay him 
money through Mr. Winslow, if he would vote for the 
charter; and did he agree upon those conditions, to vote 
for the charter? 

A. I said to Mr. Woodin I had four votes already, at a 
certain price, the money for which was to be paid to Mr. 
Winslow. He asked me if it wasn’t to be $50,000 for each. 
I said $40,000 was all I could pay. This was not the vote 
for the charter; this was to sustain the charter in caucus. 

Q. I think you misapprehend it. State what trans- 
pired between you personally and Senator Woodin per- 
sonally. 

A. We had a number of conversations in relation to 
the passage of this charter. I explained to him what I 
desired—that the Republicans in caucus should agree to 
stand by this charter, and I would agree to pay each of 
them forty thousand dollars, the same as I did Norris, 
Winslow, Bowen, Minier, and Wood. 

Q. That you did agree to pay them forty thousand dol- 
lars apiece, and money was paid ? 

A. Yes, sir, paid through Mr. Winslow; I wanted him 
to be my friend in the caucus, and help pnt the charter 
throngh. Ife said he would, and it was understood, as 
directly as an understanding could be, withont plain 
language, that $40,000 was to be given Mr. Winslow for 
him, and he would sustain it. 

Q. As near as yon can recollect, what was his words? 

A. “Do the same with Mr. Winslow with me as you 
“are doing with the others, and I will be with you.” © 

@. That was after you had informed him that the 
amount agreed upon was $40,000? 

A. Yes, sir; that was after three or four conversa- 
tions, 
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Q. And did you pay $40,000 to Mr. Winslow for Mr. 
Woodin ? | 

A. 1 paid Mr. Winslow, in bulk, $200,000 in cash, to 
be distributed among those five, he being one of them. 

Q. In money? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have a subsequent conversation with Sena- 
tor Woodin on the subject ? 

A, I did. 

Q. What was the substance of that conversation ? 

A. I happened to meet him, and asked him if our mat- 
ters were all satisfactory, and he said they were. 

Q. Did you ever talk with Winslow subsequently, and 
ask him what he did with the money ? 

A. Never. 

Q. You never heard directly that that money was paid 
to Woodin ? 

A. No, sir; I presume so, from his answer, that those 
matters were all satisfactory. 


Q. Did you carry this large amount up there in 
money ? 

A. Some was carried up by me and some by different 
parties. 

Q. Name all the parties that took it up to you. 

A. Garvey’s brother brought me up one hundred and 
odd thousand dollars at one time. 

Q. What was Garvey’s brother’s name ? 

A. John, I think. A messenger in the Board of Snper- 
visors came to New York and got money in the Tenth 
National Bank; ho came up two or three times, I think: 
brought $50,000; I took some up myself; Watson got 
me sume; Connolly got me some. I guess I -took tho 
balance myself. 
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Q. Was that money drawn from the bank here in New 
York by checks ? 

A. A large portion of it was drawn in money, but some 
was raised by our notes, as I have explained before. 

Q. Are those notes in existence ? 

A. Some of them are, but I put them in the hands of 
a gentleman who had a portion of my confidence, and 
who has retained them. 

Q. Who is that gentleman ? 

A. A man by the name of Carolan O’Brien Bryant, 
who pretended to be a lawyer, and got those notes into 
his possession, making me think he could do something 
to help me. 

@. Do you say he failed to return certain of these 
papers ? 

A. Yea, sir; he failed to return them. 

Q. I shall ask you subsequently, further on, in this con- 
nection, to give me a description of the papers retained 
by Mr. Bryant. Did you ever have any conversation with 
Mr. Senator Minier about his vote ? 

A. I talked positively and directly with him abont it. 
We met, and the understanding was I was very anxious to 
pass this charter. He said: “It ought to be wortha 
good farm to dv that ; you are all rich down in New York, 
and all getting rich, and you have all got plenty of money, 
and yon ought to pay well to have anybody stand by you.” 
I told him I would stand well by him; I said I would 
give him $10,000; he said $10,000 wonldn’t do. Then I 
offered twenty, and that wouldn’t do either. “ Well,” he 
said, ‘‘how would twenty-five thonsand do?” ‘ Well, all 
right,” I said, “ twenty-five.” “ Well,” said he, “1 will 

see you again about it.” He did see me again, and it got 
up to fifty, and finally we settled upon forty thousand. 
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@. Did you have any conversation with James Wood 
on the subject ? 

A. My conversation with Mr. Wood and Mr. Bowen 
was of the same nature, and generally took place in my 
room, or in the hall of the Senate chamber. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. 
Bowen? 

A. I did—abont the same as with the others. 

Q. Well, please state just what you said and what he 
said. 

A. He came to me and said he understood that I 
wanted to have the charter passed very much, and wanted 
Minier and him—who generally traveled together—to 
have them sustain my charter. I told him I was very 
anxious to have it passed, and in the course of conversa- 
tion we talked about amounts. He left without any 
definite conclusion the first day. 

Q. What do you mean by “ amounts?” 

A. Asto whether I wonld give him ten or twenty or 
twenty-five thousand dollars for his support We didn’t 
agree about the amount then—that wasn’t agreed upon; 
he came to see me the next day, and, in the course of con- 
versation, he mentioned $50,000. I told him that would 
be a matter of impossibility; if it couldn’t be obtained 
withont that, I thonght I could beat them anyway, and 
finally we settled on $40,000. 

Q. And was $40,000 for him paid to Winslow? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. With regard to Sonator Wood, jnst state, as nearly 
as you can, precisely what transpired between you ? 

A. Senator Wood and I had had dealings before. I met 
‘\im and said to him: “ You say you always wanted to 
.¢lp me; now here is a chance.” He wanted to know 


bow. Iesid: “ By standing by my charter; I want to 
kave your Republican cancus decide to stand by my 
charter ; then, if I happen to lose a Democrat or two, | 
am all right.” I wasn’t certain, then, of Norton and 
Creamer. Bradley had always been anxious to secure 
the charter as I was. I told him I would pay him well 
for it. 

Q. You told whom ? 

A. Mr. Wood. He kept talking about how poor he 
was ; he said if I would take some interest in a rectifying 
distillery—he had an interest in some establishment for 
making new whiskey old, or old whiskey new, or some 
thing of that kind, and he wanted me to buy it. I said 
no, I didn’t want to; 1 didn’t know anything abont the 
basinees, and I didn’t want to put any money into a busi- 
ness I didn’t understand. I told him I had secured others, 
as I told them all, for $40,000, and that was all I was 
willing to give. He finally consented. 

GY. And $40,000 was paid for him to Winslow? 

«i. Yes sir. 

Q. Now, with regard to the other Senators whom you 
have mentioned, did I understand you to say that it was 
im every case understood between you and them, that you 
thould give them money or place to influence their votes, 
and that they did vote for you in this matter f 

A. Yes, sir; I did say so. 

Q. And those conversations were held with you direct- 
-y, and that money passed directly from you to them, 
wherever it passed f 

A. Yes, sir; or positions were given to them. 

Q. How did you first come to consult with Mr. Hast- 
ings about this matter ? 

A. From the fact that I had employed him in other 
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matters; he was a very valuable man in every way; he 
was very active, enterprising and energetic, and also con- 
trolled the paper. 

Q. What do you mean by “employed him?’ Employed 
him to do what f 

A. To procure bills to be passed. 

Q. What I mean is this: Did you employ him as a 
journalist ? 

A. I employed him as a lobby agent—as a lobbyist. 

Q. To persuade votes ? 

A. Yes, sir; to persuade certain persons to vote in my 
interest. 

Q. Did you employ him in regard to this charter ? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Gave him a fee, I suppose ? 

A. I agreed to pay him well for it. 

Q. Did you pay him? 

A. I did pay bit. 

Q. What did you pay him? 

A. Twenty thousand dollars. 

Q. Well, was he present at any of these consnitations 
with any other of the Senators ? 

A. No, sir; nobody was present. 

Q. What did he do in this connection 1 

A. He was the one who firat advised me to secure the 
Republican caucus, and suggested whom I should see. 

Q. Did he know you were influencing votes with 
money ¢ 

A. I don’t know as he did in this charter busi 
becanee it was a particular matter; he knew I wag t 
to. 

Q. As to this charter? 

A, He must have known. Everybody talked abont it 
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Q. You paid him $20,000? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How? 

A. He called upon me after the Legislature adjourned ; 
that was the time I generally paid those gentlemen, who 
were not members of the Legislature, who worked for me 
in Albany—he eaid he wanted some money. I wanted to 
give him a smaller amount, and finally gave him $20,000; 
I gave him a check for $20,000, payable to him or order. 

@. Where is that check ? 

A. I have it now in my possession. 

Q. Payable to whom? 

A. To Hugh J. Hastings; perhaps payable to bearer, 
endorsed by him. 

Q. Are you certain that his name is Be it anywhere? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you got that check f 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have yon got it with you? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. I shall want that check noxt time. 

A. I can produce it. 

Mr. Cote—Mr. Chairman, I would like to put in, as 
part of the proceedings to-day, an extract from the com- 
plaint of Monheimer against The Mayor, ete. This 
Joseph A. Monheimer, who snes The Mayor, etc., upon 
an assiguinent of James O’Brien’s claim against the city 
for sheriff's bills, is, I understand, the witness to the 
assigninent which was made to Mr. Twecd, which has 
already been put in evidence. This complaint of Mon- 
heimer’s alleges that during the years 1868, 1869 and 
1870, James O’Brien was sheriff of the city and county 
of New York, and that during said ycoars certain moneys 
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became due him as sheriffs fees, and that these claims 
were assigned to Monheimer; and he thereupon sues. 
The assigument to Tweed, which has already been put in 
evidence, was made in October, 1871. 

Mr. Cownra— Was it delivered on the day it was made? 

Mr. Tweep—I received it the same day, I think. 

Mr. Corze—And thia one was made in May, 1876. 

Mr. Twezep>—Mr. Counselor, the assignment to Mr. 
Dewey was in October, 1871, and the one from Deway to 
me was in 1876, I have a little statement of Mr. Dewey 
with regard to it. 


Meeting adjourned to Tuesday, September 18, 1877, 
at2 P.M 


SEVENTH DAY. 


Szrremper 18—2:8 o'clock p. ag. 
Present—Alderman Lew. 


“ SLEVIN. 
as OCow1na. 
Alderman Lewis in the chair. 


Mr. Leww—The meeting will please come to order. 


(It is moved and seconded that the reading of the min- 
utes of the proceedings be dispensed with Motion 
carried.) 
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_ Mr, Cowma—Mr. Chairman, while we are waiting for 
Mr. Townsend, I would like to make a few remarks on 
several subjects. During the last week I have been the 
recipient of several letters from gentlemen, and have had 
some interviews with partics who desire I should put per- 
sonal questions to the witness. . I have to state, that eo far 
as I am personally concerned, I am not on this Committee 
asa partisan. If I catch a ltepublican guilty of stealing, 
I will punish him as quickly as I would a Democrat; and 
@ greut deal quicker, because I would expect more from 
him. As far as lam personaliy concerned, | have put 
myself on record here as saying I thought that any 
man who should be guilty of committing a breach of 
trust ought to be shot. I did make use of that expression, 
and I stiJl adhere to that view. I think until some such 
law as that is enacted in this State, and, in my judgment, 
more certainly within the city, you will never havo an 
economical or an honest government; and I will state 
now, for information of the public generally, that any 
questions they will send in here, for me to ask, pertinent 
to the question, I will ask them, whether it hits Republi- 
can or Democrat, Tammany Hall, or any other; it don’t 
make any difference to me ; and I will do the utmost in 
my ability to see that the examination disposes of those 
gentlemen who have been guilty of peculation in office, 
that they may be punished. People write to me, or ask 
me in conversation, why I don’t go into an vxamination 
here, without directing my examination, and without 
stating what particular questions they desire asked; now 
if they will indicate their questions, they shall be asked 
forthwith. 


Mr. Corr—Mr. President, I am not surprised, but 
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decidedly pleased, that Alderman Cowing has seen fit to 
make these remarks. I have long since caused a letter to 
be printed in the newspapers, stating that in my judgment 
this Committee, without reference to the politics of any 
member of it, was sincerely and honestly desirons to 
make this investigation entirely thorough, and asking 
newspapers and private individuals to direct my attention 
to any man or any subject which, in their judgment, 
needed investivation, and saying that I had been directed 
by this entire Committee, and all the members of it, to 
proponnd all pertinent questions to which my attention 
might be turned, which in any way might throw light 
upon any frauds upon the city or county treasury. I 
notico to-day that the newspapers stil] are saying, edi- 
torially and otherwise, that there are suspicious cireum- 
stances connected with this investigation. Ihave certainly 
tried to make the investigntion, so far as I could, abso- 


lutely thorongh and absolutely impartial; and I can say,’ 


in my own behalf, and in behalf of the Committee, that 
any question which shall be sent up to me, or to any 
member of the Committee (for I am so instructed), shall 
be asked in the very words in which they are propounded 
by the persons propounding thom; and hereafter, when 
this matter is closed, it doesn’t lie in the mouth of any 
honest man, or of any honest public journal, to say that it 


has beeu a partial and one-sided examination, if they 


didn’t choose to ~ccept the public invitation of this Com- 
mittce, to aid the Committee, as the representatives of the 
people of this city, in ascertaining who committed the 
frauds, when, and how, and all about it, without reference 
to Tammany Hall, anti-Tammany Hall, Republicanisin or 
Democracy. I am instructed by the Committee to say 
that any gentleman, or any journal who will propound 
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questions over their own signatures, or by their own 
authority—that those questions shall be asked to the wit- 
ness now on the stand, and such other wituesses as may 
encceed him on the stand. Anonymousinnuendoes against 
citizens will not be noticed by the Committee necessarily. 


Mr. Townsenp—I think it is proper for me to state here, 
gentlemen, that Mr. Tweed long since has stated that he 
would prefer very mach any persons who know anything 
in regard to these affairs, which perhaps he may not recall, 
if they would send such questions to him, or put them into 
the hands of the Committee beforehand, so that he can 
have an opportunity to answer them. He desires, certain- 
ly, to state all that he knows in reference to this matter, 
from beginning to end, no matter who it may affect. - 


Mr. Cote—Now, just in this connection, I notice that 
in The New York Sun of the 17th inst., Mr. John Morris- 
sey has suggested certain questions to be propounded to 
this witness. I propose to propound them. 


Mr. Townsznp—Mr. President, will you allow me? [I 
have not had an opportunity of seeing Mr. Tweed within 
the last twenty-four hours. If you will allow me five 
minutes with Mr. Tweed I should be very much obliged. 
It is rather important that I should have it before he com- 
mences on this statement. Five minutes is all I want 


(Witness and counsel retire. After return :) 


Mr. Corz—In asking these questiona, Mr. Chairman, I 
shall follow the words and the order of Zhe Sun's article. 
It throws my line of examination somewhat out of order; 
bat I think it, perhaps, will be as valuable to show that 
these—— ae. 
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Wrrness—I would ask, Mr. Counselor, if you intend 
to purene the examination by asking questions in that 
way without knowing whom they are from f 


Mr. Core—Yes, sir. 
Wrrress— Well, then, you will never get throngh. 


Mr. Townsenp—I do think, Mr. President, that Mr. 
Tweed ought to have the opportunity, at least, of receiving 
the question a day or two prior to the time of his making 
the answer, because he certainly cannot be expected to 
beentirely ready at all times to answer. 


Mr. Cowme—Anything that anybody chooses to asic 
him we will ask him, but we cannot in the manner in 
which Mr. Townsend proposes. That very mode would 
cause great trouble, for the reason that it has been sug- 
gested in the papers that all these questions are propounded 
a week beforehand. 


Mr. Corz—I think it would lose its pertinence if we 
gave the witness time to fix his answers. 


Wrrrese—Well, I will answor everything I can,and | 
am ready to answer at any time. 


Mr. Corz—The first assertion is this: “There are nov 
“on the Tammany Hall General Committee at least fitt 
“men who eerved under the city in Tweed’s time, in te 
“ Boards of Aldermen, Councilmen, and elsewhere.”? Mr 
Tweed, can you at this time name any men who are now 
in the Tammany Hall Association, who, during you 
terms of office as a city officer of any kind, served eet 
the city government in the Boards of Aldermen arty 
Councilmen, or elsewhere ? 
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A, I know nothing about the Tammany organization, 
or any other organization at present. 

Q. If I shall give you a list of all the persons who are 
in the Tammany General Committee, or in anywise con- 
nected with the Tammany organization, will you, at the 
next meeting, point out all persons who held city offices 
or city appointments during your time? 

A. I will, as far as my memory serves, but with the 
thousands of men I have had in my employ, and been con- 
nected with, I couldn’t tell half. 

Q. Do you know anything about the Brooklyn Bridge? 

A. I do. 

Q. I shall examine you on that at a subsequent period 
of this session. 

A. That I would be perfectly willing to answer to-day, 
but I have no recollection of the whole matter. 

Q. Passing the Brooklyn Bridge for the present, ‘ Will 
* he tell,” says Mr. Morrissey, in Zhe Sun, “how much 
‘was paid for the Aldermen’s confirmation of three 
gentlemen who at different times filled the office of City 
“ Chamberlain, and two of whom filled the office of 
‘“‘ Commissioner of Streets, and who got the money ?” 
Who held the office of City Chamberlain during the time 
you were connected with the city government ? 

A. Mr. Sweency, the most of the time. 

Q. Were there two others ? 

A. Yes, sir; Bradley and Palmer. 

Q. Give first names in every case. 

A. Peter B. Sweeney, John J. Bradley, and Francis 
Palmer, I think. 

Q. Did two of these gentlemen ever hold the office of 
Commissioner of Streets? 

A. Neither of them, I think. 
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Q. Be sure about that ? 
A, I am sure. 


Mr. Townsenp—That is the reason why I object. Six 
or seven years have transpired now since Mr. Tweed has 
been called upon to recollect any of these events, and to 
call upon him now to remomber abont this thing, or to 
recollect any afternoon, for instance, and say what did 
occur then, is asking too much of any witness. If you 
will submit those questions to me, I will submit them to 
Mr. Tweed, and he will answer what he can at our next 
meeting. 


Mr. Corz—I want you to answer these to the best of 
your knowledge, information and belief, under your oath. 
If you make a mistake, it isthe misfortune that every 
witness must be placed under; but I cannot consent to 
any time being given the witness, because the allegation 
is that you fix up your answers. 


Wirness—Well, so I do fix up my answers, I must 
do so if I want to give you any information that ig 
reliable. These things happened eight or nine years 
and if I gave my first impressions and without reflection. 
you could not depend upon such testimony being reliable. 


Mr. Cowtxne—Wasn’t Mr. Stout Chamberlain at that 
time f 

A. He was in 1853; then came a man named Pratt, 
and then, I think, came Mr. Sweeney. 

Q. Who held the office of Commissioner of Streets 
during your connection with the city government ? 

A. The first man who held it was John T. Dodge ; ¢}, 
was in 1852 or 1853 ; then James Furey; then, at ag Claes 
date, Mr. Charles G. Cornell in 18€1, he was succeeded 
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by George W. McLean. Daring a period of two or three 
months after Cornell’s time was out, I was Deputy Street 
Commissioner, and acted as Commissioner. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the Board of Alder- 
men was paid, or any member of the Board of Aldermen 
was paid, any money for the confirmation of Peter B. 
Sweeney as Chamberlain ? 

A. I do not, sir. I heard eo. I know nothing of my 
own knowledge. 

Q. What did you hear? 

A. I heard he paid $60,000 for the confirmation. My 
relations with Mr. Sweeney were not intimate at that 
time. In fact, they were rather opposed to him. 

Q. Tell all you heard about it? 

A. That is as far as I have heard—that they paid 
$60,000 to the Board of Aldermen for his confirmation. 

Q. Who paid it? 

A. His friends. 

Q. To wham did they pay it? 

A. To the Board of Aldermen. 

Q. Do you know what Aldermen received it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you find out by refreshing your memory on 
that point ? 

A. I can’t find out, because I never knew. 

Q. Do you know anybody who would be likely to 
know? 

A. Mr. Hngh Smith or Mr. Sweeney; Mr. Hugh 
. Smith would be likely to know. Mr. Morrissey seems to 
know all about that; I don’t see why you miglitn’t let 
him be called; I guess he knows all about it 

Q. Do you knowof any money having been paid to the 
Board of Aldermen, or any member, to induce the con- 
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firmation, by the Board of Aldermen, of J. J. Bradley as 
Chamberlain ? 

A. I donot; I think he was appointed. The power at 
that time rested in the Comptroller directly. 

Q. Did you ever hear of any money being used in con- 
nection with his appointment or confirmation ? 

A. I did not, sir. 

Q. Do you know of any money having been used to 
induce the Board of Aldermen, or any member of it, to 
confirm Francis Palmer as Chamberlain ? 

A. That was after these tronbles commenced; I know 
nothing about Mr. Palmer's connection with the office ; I 
didn’t take any notice at the time. 

Q. Did you ever hear of any money being used in that 
connection ? 

A. I did not, sir. 

Q. Do you know of any money having been used to 
induce the Board of Aldermen, or any member of it, to 
vote for the election of J. T. Dodge as Street Com- 
ruissioner ? 

A. I do not, sir; he was in office when I went in office 
in 1852. 

Q. Do you know of any money having been used in 
connection with the election of James Furey as Com: 
missioner of Streets ? 

A. Nothing except legitimate election expenses ae 
Commissioner. He was a candidate, and was elected. 

Q. Well, what do you know abont that? 

A. Well, I know that Tammany Hall gave eo much to 
each district for his election—so mnch for boxmen 
mnch for canvassing, printing, and so forth. I know no 
our ward we raised money for the election expenses Le 
subscriptions—five dollars from one man, two from another, 
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three from another—as munch as we could get from any 
one. 

Q. Apart from what you call election expenses—posters, 
boxes, men to distribute ticketa, men at the polls, and that 
sort of thing—do you know of any money being used in 
that election? 

A. I do not, sir. 

Q. Do you know, generally, of any money having been’ 
used in that election, in an illegal manner for illegal pur- 
poses 

A. I do not; it is twenty-two or twenty-four years ago. 

Mr. Townsznp—Now, gentlemen, that is what I object 
to. It does seem to me that such questions to this witness 
are not exactly right. They are questions which would 
not be permitted in any Court in this State. Does he 
know by hearsay what this one or that one got, or what 
they did? If he knows of any information, or can show 
that he has corroborative evidence of what he hes done, 
or somebody else has done, it is well and good; I don’t 
object to his testifying in that regard, but when you put 
& question, as; “ Have you heard this and that thing?” in 
regard to the reputation of individuals, it is carrying it 
too far. Mr. Tweed is willing to give an answer to any- 
thing relating to the Ring transactions, as far as he knows, 
and that I don’t object to; but when it comes to asking 
him concerning what he heard, or some one else said he 
heard, and request him to give a definite answor on sub- 
jects which took placo twenty or twenty-five years ago, I 
do object, and I hope that he will follow my instructions in 
regard to this matter, not to answer those questions which 
are simply hearsay matters. 


Wrrness—Well, you must recollect that if I don’t 


answer them they will say that I don’t want to answer 
them. 


Mr. Townsexnp—Well, never mind that. Put yourself 
under my guidance, and let me take the onus in regard to 
that. 


Wirnges—Yes; but they won’t blame you forit. They 
will only blame me. 


Mr. Cowrma—I don’t think we ought to do it, because 
it is not legal testimony, nor wouldn’t be introduced in 
any court of the world, and therefore I think it is per- 
fectly absurd for him to come out and say, “ So-and-so 
“ heard such-and-such a thing.” 


Mr. Core—I am under the instructions of the Co:n- 
mittee ; my desire and duty is to find out all I can. 


‘Mr. Townxsznp—In the way of testimony, yes; but mot 
in the way of hearsay evidence. That certainly is noe 
necessary. 


Mr. Corz—I don’t understand that the rules of evidence 
(I mean with regard to hearsay evidence) ought to apper- 
tain to such an examination as this. It is more in the 
nature of a vommittee of investigation. 


Mr. Townsenp—Mr. Tweed has placed himself iy, a 
position, now, where he cannot retrograde; and, in 
giving information to this Committee, where he informs 
them as to what he himself has done, or what he 
of his own knowledge, knows others have done, J sa x 
nothing of it; but I think it is an outrageous thing to oe 
& man on the stand and ask him whet some one has told 
him concerning some one else. I see that the subpoena 
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by which this witness was brought here, is a subpoena 
directed from the Supreme Court of the State of New 
York, and means that he should tell here just what he 
would be called upon to tell in that court, and nothing 
more, and certainly such hearsay evidence would not be 
permitted in any court. 


Mr. Corze—We are not sitting here as a Conrt, but as 
an inquest. 


Mr. Townsenp—From what little I know, Mr. Tweed 
knows enough, from his own actious, to satisfy this Com- 
mittee, and the people of the State of New York, that 
great wrong has been done, and it is not necessary to spread 
it outside of his infurmation. 


Mr. Corzr—I am under the instructions of the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. Townsenp—Mr. President, there is one thing I 
would like to have understood. If there has been an 
understanding between Mr. Tweed and any member of 
the Ring, that a certain thing should be effected, and 
that Mr. Tweed had done it, or that any other member 
did it, under instrnctions from that Ring, I don’t object to 
that, and to his telling the result of that thing; but if it 
is anything that he said he has heard somebody ontside of 
the Ring say some person was to receive, that I must and 
do object to. 


Mr. Core—Well, Mr. Townsend, you will state your 
objections seratim, asthe things come up? Of course 
you don’t want to object to the investigation altogethor? 


Mr. TownsEnp—I don’t want to be placed in a position 
that will make me appear as wishing that this examination 


shall not be as general as can be, but I do hope that per- 
sons’ names may not be brought in here, whose names 
cannot be brought in fairly before the public. I certainly 
will object to any man’s name being bronght in, where 
there is no opportunity to refer to something more tangi- 
ble than hearsay. 


Mr. Corze—If I think there is anything against them, 
I shall certainly try to get that out, if I can, without 
being strictly hound by the rules of evidence. The only 
reason hearsay evidence is not admissible in courts of 
justice, is that either the life and liberty, or the money of 
anybody is at stake; but this Committee does not con- 
stitute a court of justice, nor is it under the same limita- 
tions. It seems to me that it can ask that class of 
questions just as the Grand Jury might. 


Mr, Townsenp— Yes, but the Grand Jury is a different - 
affair. It is a private body. 


Mr. Core—With regard to Charles G. Cornell, Mr. 
Tweed, do you know of any money having ever been paid 
to the Board of Aldermen, or any member of the Boarg 
of Aldermen, to effect his election, appointment or con- 
firmation, as the case may have been, as Street Commis. 
sioner ¢ 

A. My connection with Mr. Charles G. Cornell wag of 
8 most confidential and friendly nature. I was his deputy 
from the time he was appointed until he served hig full 
time ont, and I am as confident as I am of anything I am 
personally, that he never paid a dollar for his confirm, : 
tion. : 

Q. You don’t know that he ever did ? 

A. I don’t know. 
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Q. You don’t believe that he ever did? 

A. I don’t helieve he ever did; I am confident he 
never did. 

Q. Now, as to Mr. George W. McLean ? 

A. Same answer, exactly. 

Q. You never knew nor heard that he paid 1 

A. No, sir; nor believed that he did. 

Q. Did you pay anything to be made Street Commis- 
sioner? 

A. I was only acting Street Commissioner. 

Q. That completes the list of Street Commissioners ? 

A. Yes, sir; there were some between Furey and Cor- 
nell, but I don’t recollect who they were ; Sheppard Knapp 
was one, and General Smith and General Lovell was 
there, but I dont know anything much about them. 

Q. Well, do you know of any money having been used 
in connection with the election, appointment, or confirma- 
tion of anybody as Street Commissioner, during the time 
that you held office? 

A. I do not, sir. 

@Q, And now the same as to Chamberlains: Did you 
ever know, during the time you were connected with 
the city government, of any money being used to appoint 
or confirm a City Chamberlain ? 

A. Not of my own knowledge, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear anybody say that they did? 


Mr. Towxsxnp—That I object to, unless the question is 
put to him: “ Was he told by any of those persons with 
<‘whom he was associated in crime ?” 


Mr. Corzx—Were you ever told so by anybody ? 
A. I was told so by somebody. 
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Q. Will you tell us who told you so? — 

A. lcannot. I was told so generally. It was a mat- 
ter generally commented upon. 

Q. Do you mean you don’t know? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it a matter of geveral ramor ? 

A. Of general conversation and general rumor. 

Q. And yon don’t know who told you? 

A. I don’t, sir. 

Q. As to which of these several] chamberlains was the 
general rumor so prevalent as to reach your ears, that 
money was used ? 

A. Mr. Peter B. Sweeney. 

Q. Do you know how much money was used ? 
~ A. I heard $60,000, sir. 

Q. And that is the only Chamberlain that you ever 
heard of money being used with regard to his appoint- 
ment or confirmation ? 

A. I heard that money was paid for the appointment 
of Mr. Platt or Pratt(Pl or Pr; I forget which) Presi- 
dent of the Artisans’ Bank. 

Q. ae did this reach your ears? 
is a the same way; it was the talk aronnd the City 
Q. Can you aid the Committee in tracing that rnmor ? 
A. I cannot; if I could do so I would willingly. 


Mr. Townsenp—W hat is the action? Do the Commit. 
tee determine that that shall be the action of the Gg 
mittee? Ps 


Mr. Cowme—lI think not. That ie, I am onl 


oO 
the Committee. As faras I am concerned, I youe of 
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ought to stop right here, for such questions, I am sure, 
would never be permitted anywhere. 


Mr. Cote—Well, if we are going to confine ourselves 
to legal testimony, and submit to its rules, we had better 
shut up at once, and adjourn sine die, for there has hardly 
been a dozen questions I have asked here which would 
not have been objected to if I had been in a court of 
justice. But you know the case is different in this in- 
stance. This Committee are not to be governed by the 
rules of a court of justice, but rather by those of an in- 
vestigating committee. The evidence brought before them 
is to be used no farther than to inform the consciences of 
this Committee. If the result of this examination is to im- 
plicate individuals, and indictments are brought against 
them, or civil suits are brought azainst them, then they 
will be brought up in a court of justice, and they will 
have the benefit of all the rules of evidence in that case 
made and provided; but this Committee, I submit, are 
sitting bere as an inquest, to ascertain whether or not there 
is probable cause for commencing suit against persons, 
and if we are, in this preliminary investigation, to confine 
ourselves to the rules of evidence which would appertain 
to the suits themselves, when they are once started, we 
might just as well stop right here and now, for we - 
would never get at anything; because the witness would 
constantly say: “ Of my own knowledge [ know nothing.” 


Mr. Cowinc—If he don’t know anything, and can’t in- 
form this Committee of anything, within his own knowl- 
edge of it, we don’t need it. 1f our report be composed 
of hearsay evidence, which is the most unreliable evi- 
dence that can be used, I want to stop here. Mr. Cole, I 
don’t want to be captious in this matter, and I don’t want 
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my actions misunderstood. I would have every fact 
come. ont here, that is brought out in the way of testi- 
mony. 


Mr. Townsenp—Will you permit me to say one word 
more? When this examination was called on, I supposed 
that perheps Mr. Tweed might be of service to himself 
as well as to the’ public; otherwise I should not have 
advised him to have occupied the position he has done. 
When he was called upon to give the names of cer- 
tain parties, whether connected with the Board of Super- 
visors, or the Board of Audit, or the Legislature, which 
ever it might have been, and was, I felt that Mr. Tweed 
was not acting altogether simply as a person speaking his 
own mind on the subject, but that he did have evidences 
of it, and that those evidences remained in his own hands, 
in case persons came forward to dispute the statements 
he made. In that way Mr. Tweed stood safe, and I am 
satisfied, from the knowledge I have of Mr. Tweed’s in- 
formation, that he has just such knowledge as will place 
him in a proper position when these persons, if they de- 
sire, come forward to dispute what he says. But when it 
comes to a question as to whether Mr. Tweed has heard 
Tom, Dick or Harry say something against John Jones 
and William Brown, it places them in a position in which 
it is impossible for them to place themselves right before 
the community, and it injures them ; and I don’t think it 
is right for the Committee of the Board of Aldermen to 
place any person, I don’t care whether good, bad or indif- 
ferent, in a place where he has no opportunity at all of 
offering any opposition to what is said against him. If 
Mr. Tweed has acted in any way in conformity with any 
decision of the Ring, whether it be the Ring of the Super- 
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visors, or Audit, the Legislative Ring, or whatever it 
may; if he has acted in conformity with any decision on 
their part ; then I am perfectly willing he should testify, 
and take the cross-examination in any way it may choose 
tocome. But, as I said before, when hearsay evidence is 
attempted to be introduced, then I say he ought not to be 
obliged to answer. 

Mr. Corze—Well, now, Mr. Tweed, with regard to any 
other gentleman who held the oftice of Chamberlain dur- 
ing your term of office, do you know of any money Laving 

” been paid to secure their election or confirmation ? 

A. I do not. 

Q. The next question which is suggested by Mr. Mor- 
risey in this communication, is the following: “ Will he 
“tell how much it cost for the passage by the Legislature 
“ of the Erie classification Dill, the bill legalizing Erie’s 
“ fraudulent stock, and the act legalizing the New York 
“ Central scrip, and how and to whom the money was 
& paid 7” 

A. If you will please divide those questions, I will 
answer, sir. 

Q. Do you know anything about those three matters # 

A. 1 do, sir; I know something about it. 

Mr. Corz—I propose, if the Committee pleaso, to re- 
serve that question until I come to it in the regular course. 
“* Will he say whether or not a man, who is now high up 
in the councils of Tammany Lal], did not negotiate for 
“ the passage of the New York Central bill?” 

A. I don’t know who it refers to. I don’t know any- 
thing about Tammany Hall or any other organization. 

Q. Suppose it referred to Mr. John Kelly. Do you 
know anything about it in that connection ? 

A. I do not, sir. 
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Q. Do you know whether or not he had anything to do 
in that matter ? 

A. I think not; he did not, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Cowme—Well, that is not all in Tammany Hall, 
high in the organization. Do you know any such a one 
who was connected with this matter ? 

A. I have no knowledge of who is high up in Tam- 
many Hall meetings, or in any other organization. I don’t 
know anything but what I read in the papers. I never 
bother my head about politics. I don’t expect ever to 
vote again, and I don’t notice anything of the kind that is 
going on. 

Mr. Core—Do you know anybody at all who negotiated 
for the passage of the New York Central Bil} ? 

A. I don’t; I kuow no one connected with Tammany 
Hall. 

Q. If I gave you a list of the persons connected with 
Tammany Hall, could you then tell me whether any of 
those gentlemen had anything to do with the passage of 
the Central Bill? 

A. I don’t know. Icould look over it with a great 
deal of care, and I may tell you then, at the next meeting. 


(At the next meeting a correction was made, to be insert- 
ed here in these words: “I don’t know any one connected 
with Tammany Hall who negotiated for the passage of 
that bill”) 


Q. I shall provide you with a list at the next meeting. 


Mr. Twexp—I hear some one bebind me mention the 
name of Mr. Schell. Now, it was said in a tone loud 
enough for me to hear, and I presume it was meant for 
my ears. I aim ready to answer any question about Mr. 
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Schell. If I don’t listen, they will go away and say they 
said it loud enough for it to come tu my ear, and I didn’t 
listen to it because I didn’t want to. 


Mr. Core—Do you know anything about Mr. Schell in 
connection with the Erie Classification Bill ? 

A. I do not, sir; I never had any connection with him 
of any nature. 

Mr. Core—Well, Mr. Tweed, it is not necessary for you 
to attend to all the suggestions of the lobby. 

Wirnesse—Well, I mention that because if I don’t they 
will go away, probably, and say they mentioned it to my 
ear, aud say I didn’t pay any attention to it. I don’t pro- 
pose to let them have it that way. 

Mr. Townsenp— Well, my dear sir, if you take it upon 
yourself to answer everything everybody says—— 

Wrrnxss—Well, I don’t want to have anything of that 
kind said. 

Mr. Corze—Do yon know whether James Watson, whc 
you testified had 9 good deal to do with the Ring frands 
— what connection he had with John Kelly ? 

A. Ue was clerk for John Kelly at one time, when 
Kelly was Sheriff. 

Q. Was he appointed by Kelly, do you know ? 

A. 1 presume so; Kelly had all his own appoint 
meuts ; of course, he must have appointed him. | 

Q. Was he in the Sheriff's office before Kelly was 
Sheriff? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. What else do you know about the conncction that 
existed between Watson and Kelly ? 

A. I don’t know anything. I know they were very 
friendly, and that is all I know. 
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Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, do you know anything in connec- 
tion with the bills of John Kelly when he was Sheriff— 
whether there was any frauds concerning their collection, 
any money used to induce their collection, or in any wiee, 
whether there was any frands connccted with them, so far 
as you know, or have heard ? 

A. I mentioned at the last examination, I think, that 
I didn’t—either as to Mr. Kelly, Mr. Brennan or Mr. 
Lynch. : 

Q. What do you mean by saying they were very friendly 
—Watson and Kelly ? 

A. I mean, he attended to his business a good deal for 
him; he was a thorongh-going business man, prompt, 
accurate, and very attentive. 

Q. Do you know, when Kelly went ont of office, what 
he did abont Mr. Watson going into office with his suc- 
cessors ? 

A. I don’t know. I understood he was in with Mr. 
Brennan all the time during his administration, on Mr. 
Kelly’s recommendation. 

¢. And you recommended him also ? 

A. Yes, sir. I think almost all the prominent Demo- 
crateatthattimedid. I knew nothingagainst Mr. Wateon 
at that time. 

Q. What business, so far as you know, did Watson do 
for Kelly when he was Sheriff? 

A. I guess he made ont his bills against the county, 
attended to the collections, and, as a general thing, made 
out the bills. 

Q. Did he present them to the Supervisors in person ? 

A. Asa general thing, he did. 

Q. Was any money presented to him as a percentage 
or share on those bills, or did he pay any to any parties? 
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A. Nothing to him or from him. I am satisfied of that, 
because I was either Chairman or a member of the Cum- 
mittee on County Offices, to which all Sheriff’s bills were 
referred. 

Q. Do you know anything connected with Mr. John 
Kelly’s course as a public man, which, in anywise, con- 
nected him with the Ring, or whereby he got any money 
out of the City Treasury or County Treasury, to which 
he was not entitled ? 

A. I don’t know anything of the kind ; on the contrary, 
he was always quarreling with the Ring, and was well 
known to be opposed to us; so much 60, in fact, that when 
they wanted some one to beat us, they nominated him for 
Mayor. He left shortly after that—in 1868, I think—and 
didn’t come back until after these troubles—I think so, 
at least. I understand that is the case. 

Q. Now, when Kelly was elected Sheriff —when he ran 
against Michael Connolly—I want you to tell mc anything 
you may know with regard to that election, that wasn’t 
straight ? j 

A. I don’t know anything abont that election. I don’t 
think Mr. Morriasey had introduced his system of repeat- 
ers from Philadelphia at that time. He hadn’t on our side 
of the town, at least—east side of the town. 

Q. Can you explain how Kelly came to get the majority 
which he did get in the Fourth Ward ? 

A. Only from the fact that he represented that ward in 
Congress for a number of years—two or three years; he 
had been Alderman of the Fourteenth Ward. That was 
a ward populated by the same class of people—about the 
same feeling, generally. 

Q. Do you believe that the majority he got in the 
Fourth Ward was an honest majority or not? 
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A. 1 think 80; no doubt of it. 

Q. You know nothing to the contrary ? 

A. I know nothing to the contrary. 

Y. Now, as to the Sixth Ward? 

A. The same reply. The Fourth, Sixth, and Fourteenth 
Wards formed the Congressional District he had repre- 
sented, and the same applies to those. 

Q. Do you not know any frands connected with his 
election in those wards? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. As regards the Seventh Ward ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you cheat for Kelly in that election ? 

A. No, sir; but I would have done itif it had been 
necessary. 

Q. Was it necessary? Did you do it? 
A. No, sir; but I would have done anything to beat 
Connolly at that time. 

Q. Do you know of any instructions being given to the 
canvassers in that election ? 

A. I don’t know of anything. 

Q. I want you to be exceedingly careful in dealing 
with this matter. I want to know, generally, whether you 
know of any irregular or illegal practices in that election, 
when Kelly beat Connolly? 

A. I do not, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear there were any ? 

A. I don’t think 1 did; I was eo prejudiced against 
Connolly that anything that was done against him would 
have satisfied me. 

Q. Then I shall repeat my qnestion. Do you know 
anything, or did you hear of anything, irregalar or illegal 
in that elcction ? 
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A. I do not, sir ; I have stated positively and unequivo- 
cally that I do not. 


Mr. Townsrenp—Won’t you be kind enongh to put that 
question to Mr. Tweed more directly in reference to the 
Fourteenth Ward? That seems to have been the most 
decided and decisive suggestion—that the Fourteenth was 
used as against Mr. Kelly, and that is where Mr. James 
Hayes was at that time in charge, and it was said there 
openly that the ward was illegally obtained. 


Mr. Corze—Well, I will call your attention to the Four- 
teenth. 

A. I know nothing about any irregularities there, but. 
I think the Fourteenth would have been more likely to 
have had them than any other ward, because Mr. Hayes 
had charge in that ward, and Mr. Hayes would have done 
it for Mr. Kelly. They were very intimate. Kelly had 
known him from boyhood, and, in fact, looked upon him 
as one of his own boys at that time. 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Tweed, let me put this question to 
you: If you were in my position, and wanted to find out 
whether or not that was a fair election or a foul election, 
tell me who would be most likely to know the facts in 
the Fourth Ward ? 

A. Alderman Thomas Coman, who was then Alderman 
of the Fourth Ward. 

Q. Who else? Some one I can get hold of? 

A. You can get hold of Thomas Coman any day. 

Q. In the Sixth, who would be apt to know about 
that? 

A. Judge Brennan—Matthew T. Brennan. 

Q. Anybody else? Give me two or three. 

A. Well, Morgan Jones. 
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Q. As to the Fourteenth ? 

A. 1 couldn’t name a man there connected with the 
matter whom I would believe, so therefore it would be 
unwise for me to name one to yon. 

Q. Who would be apt to know the facts ? 

A. Mr. Hayea would know them. 

Q. And the Seventh? 

A. Myself, and Mr. Alderman Sheils would know it. 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Chairman, I think I have exhausted the 
suggestions of Morrissey. If I have not, I hope that 
Alderman Cowing, who, I see has the matter before him, 
will call my attention to any omission. 


Mr. Cowma—I don’t see any, Mr. Tweed, excepting 
one here, Mr. Cole has missed. “ How much money was 
“paid to pass the firet appropriation of $1,500,000 for 
“the Brooklyn Bridge, and to whom was the money 
“ given?” 

Wrrness—The question was asked, and I said I di@ 
know something about that. I would like tospeak a word 
if you please. : 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Chairman, these questions I have asked 
eo far—my examination has been entirely taken up with 
questions which I see have been suggested by Mr. Mor-— 
rissey, and printed in Zhe Sun of the seventeenth of 
September, and this I have done, although it has taken me 
out of my regular course, because I want the newspapers 
and the public to understand that I mean what I say whe 
I invite them to put intcrrogatories. z 


Mr. Twezp—-May I speak a few words here? J read 
that article in Zhe Sun yesterday and have carefully aa a 
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pared myself, presuming 1 would be interrogated npon 
it. I desire to say a few words concerning the man who 
puts these questions. (Witness proceeds to read a paper 
concerning Mr. Morrissey). 


Mr. Cowrse—Mr. Tweed, I am very sorry that you 
have felt called upon to read such a thing in public and be- 
fore this Committee. We are not authorized to let a 
matter of that kind emanate from this body, and I for 
one, and as a member of the Committee, am strenuously 
opposed to it. In saying this, I have nothing to say for 
Mr. Morrissey ; but to use this Committee for the purpose 
of making such a thing public is wrong. I don’t think 
we should sit here and allow you to take such advantage 
as you have. 


Wrrness—Mnust I sit here and be abused by every thief 
that stands on the corner, and who chooses to wag his 
tongue at me, and then be told that I can have no oppor- 
tunity of defending myself? Iam tied hand and foot; 
I am in jail; I have got no means of communication with 
any one outside; I cannot send out a messenger. This 
man is in the streets, free, haunting the public houses, 

-hotels, bar-rooms, and restaurants. Je says he has given 
me one dose, and shall give me another. Then I shall 
give him another. This man has taken me when I am at 
a disadvantage, and he has sent this paper here to hurt 
me ull he can. I shall fight back at everybody that fights 
me. I can’t be crushed ont because I am unfortunate. 


Mr. Townszenp—Mr. President, it does seem to me that 
when Mr. Tweed places himself here as a witness, to give 
all the evidence he can here upon the Ring, that when a 
gentleman attacks him in the paper, that it is fuir that he 
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should suggest to the Committee, if he knows, what the 
character of that gentleman is. It seems to mo, that 
when newapapers, such as The Times, for instance, copies 
extracts from another paper, as being evidence of what 
Mr. Tweed is, from the mouth of another individual, 
it is but fair that Mr. Tweed should get up and say that 
it is not right that the public should judge him out of 
the mouth of such an individnal. If all this is trne, it 
seems to me that we have lost much time in listening to 
the thing at all. 


Mr. Cowrna—Possibly not, sir. I am not speaking of 
the fact of Mr. Tweed defending himself against any at- 
tacks made upon him, bat I object to his using this Com- 
mittee as a means of making his defense public. He has 
the same resort as Mr. Morrissey has taken—the newspa- 
pers. 


Mr. Twerp—I beg leave to apologize to the Committee, 
if I have done wrong, and beg to say that I cannot meet 
the man who does this. I am not in a position to du it, 
and I would like the Committees to allow me to defend 
myself from the attack. 


Mr. Corz—The most pertinent gnestions may possibly 
be pnt by even the greatest thicf, and we hail with satis- 
faction questions which are suggested by anybody; and 
there comes this very serious objection to these strictures, 
that if persons who proponnd questions are to be attacked, 
it will deter everybody from accepting the invitation of 
this Committee to propound questions. 


Mr. Townazrp—Some time ago I objected to your ask- 
ing questions of this kind, and said that they were al! 
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necessarily hearsay questions. Mr. Morrissey doesn’t pre- 
tend that he knows anything in regard to those matters. 
He simply says: “ Will Mr. Tweed tell eo and s0?” He 
doesn’t say that he knows that if Mr. Tweed answers 
fally, he can tell you anything about them. He is placing 
himself before the community as one of those men who 
should be the governing class of the community, and 
he snpplies no answer to the questions he puts. Mr. Tweed 
tells you: “ Those questions are not correct,” and he tells 
who the gentleman is who propounds the questions. I 
think that is no more than fair. These things are matters 
of record, and if Mr. Tweed is not correct, it can be easily 
proved. 


Mr. Cowme—I move that what Mr. Tweed read be 
expunged from the record. Motion carried. 


Mr. Townstnp—I have no objection, whatever, if Mr. 
Tweed has the same privilege—that it will go to the press 
in the same way. 


Mr. Cowixna—I have no doubt it will go to the press in 
fall to-morrow morning, Mr. Townsend. 


Mr. Townsenp—That is about all I desire, except that 
I waut the public to examine and find out the correctness 
of it. 


Mr. Corz—I hope that the witness will not hereafter 
do any more than give answers to my questions. 


Mr. Twexrp—I will endeavor to be governed by the 
decision of the Committee and the counsel. 


Mr. Core—Now, Mr. Tweed, with regard—there are 
two or three questions I have reserved—with regard to the 
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Brooklyn Bridge. What was your connection with the 
Brooklyn Bridge ? 

A. Well, it is a long story. 

Q. Condense it ; just tell me your connection with it. 

A. I was at one time trustee and stockholder. 

Q. Tow much stock did you own? 

A. I think it was 420 shares I owned, as far as I paid 
the instalments on it. 

Q. How did you first become a stockholder, or in any- 
wise become connected with the Brooklyn Bridge scheme ? 
You can tell the story in your own words. 

A. 1 don’t know the year; I can’t name the year, nor 
can I be very well exact in amounts; but, after I was in 
the Senate, either in 1868 or 1869—I am not sure which; 
1868, I think—Mr. Henry C. Murphy, who was a brother 
Senator, called on me and stated he was president of that 
bridge, and desired to have the Common Council author. 
ize the Comptroller to issue the bonds, or give them 
money to the amount of one and a-half million dollars for 
the benefit of the bridge. I told him I had nothing to 
do with the Common Council at that time, and wasn’t a 
member of it. “ But,” he said, “can’t you influence 
“them?” I told him I hadn’t done any lobbying businees 
there, but I might, if necessary. Shortly after he called 
again. In the meantime I had conversed with a gentle- 
man occupying a position in the Board of Aldermen 
which entitled him to credence, and he told me the 
appropriation could be passed by paying for it. I asked 
him how much was necessary, and I forget how much he 
told me ; it was either fifty-five or sixty-five thonsand was 
agreed upon. I informed Mr. Murphy of that fact. He 
told me to go ahead and make the negotiation. I did aa 
and the money was authorized to be appropriated or bon ae 
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issued. I can’t tell the manner in which it was done, but 
that was the result. The Brooklyn Bridge got $1,500,000, 
or were authorized to get a million and a-half. The 
bonds were issued, and after that Mr. Murphy called 
upon me and said he had so much—five or ten thousand 
dollars short—and I then proposed that Mr. Sweeney, 
Mr. Smith, and myself should pay that, and go into the 
direction of the bridge. He finally agreed, and we did, 
and subscribed to the stock; not directly, but a little while 
after that. I paid the balance of the money into Mr. 
Thomas Coman’s hands—either fifty-five or sixty-five 
thonsand dollars. 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Henry OC. Murphy that you were 
going to get the necessary ordinance passed by paying for 
it? 

A. That was the understanding. 

Q. Did you tell him subsequently that you had done it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that you had paid either fifty or sixty thousand 
dollars to the Board of Aldermen ? 

A. I think it was sixty or sixty-five. . 

Q. What members of the Board of Aldermen got the 
money? Do you know? 

A. That I know nothing abont, except as far as regards 
the gentlemen with whom I had dealings. 

Q. With whom did you have dealings ? 

A. Mr. Thomas Coman. 

Q. You gave him the sum of money to be paid, in 
bulk, to the members of the Board of Aldermen t 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you informed Mr. Henry O. Murphy that you 
had done 80? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Did you pay for your subscription to the stock? 

A. I paid twenty per cent. 

Q. How much in money # 

A. Eighty-four hundred dollars, I guess—twenty per 
cent. of four hundred and twenty shares. I am speaking 
about what I paid for my four hundred and twenty shares. 

Q. What Board of Aldermen was it that made the 
appropriation, and in what year was it? 

A. I can’t tell now from my memory. I ask to be 
furnished with the books to answer that question. 

Q. Will you find out from the books? 

A. I will find out from the books, if I am furnished 
with the books. 

Q. Who were all the members of the Board of Alder- 
men at the time this ordinance was passed ? 

A. Well, that, of course, I can’t tell you. It is a matter 
of detail that may be very easily settled. I will read them 
off to you from the book. 

Q. I see in a list of the subscribers to the Brooklyn 
Bridge—individual subscribers— William M. Tweed, forty- 
two thousand dollars. Did you pay forty-two thousand? 

A.I paid forty-two hundred—one-fifth of it; no, I 
mean eighty-four hundred. 

Q. What became of your stock ? 

A. I sold it. 

Q. ‘To whom t 

A. To Mr. Devlin. My son sold it to him; I gave it 
to my son. 

Q. What, Devlin? 

A. Charles Devlin. 

Q. I see also in that list of individual gubecr; 
Peter B. Sweeney, $42,000. Do you know ak rt 
did pay that? 
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A. Nobody paid $42,000, for before the subscriptions 
were called in, the bridge passed out of the hands of stock- 
holders into the hands of the two cities, by a special law. 

Q. And these stockholders—yonrself, Hugh Smith, 
Richard B. Connolly and Peter B. Sweeney -—— 

A. I don’t know anything in connection with this 
bridge, except as regards myself. 

Q. As far as you are concerned, you only paid twenty 
per cent. on the $42,000. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And it is your information that the others did the 
same thing? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What inducement was held out to you to become 
a stockholder in the Brooklyn Bridge? 

A. As the law then read, $500,000, subscribed by 
individnal stockholders, would control the entire bridge— 
the appropriations, expenditures of money, and supplies 
and everything. 

Q. According to the law, as it then stood, my under- 
standing is this—see whether it was yours: That the City 
of New York subscribed $1,500,000; that the City of 
Brooklyn subscribed $3,000,000, and the other $500,000 
was subscribed for by individual subscribers, of whom 
you, Smith, Sweeney, and Connolly were four? 

A. My memory to-day—because I have not refreshed 
my memory on that point—is that we three—Mr. Smith, 
Mr. Sweeney, any myself—first subscribed for 560 shares, 
and then we gave an equal portion of all our shares to 
Mr. Connolly, who afterwards subscribed. 

Q. According to the law, as it then stood, the individual 
subecribers controlled the action of the entire corporation ? 

A. If my memory serves me right, the man who enb- 
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scribed ten shares had as much to say as the City of New 
York, with its one-and-a-half millions, or the City of 
Brooklyn with its three millions of dollars. That is my 
understanding. 

Q. Now, how did,you expect to be benefited by becom- 
ing one of the subscribers to this bridge? 

A. I expected that when the bridge was built by the 
citizens of New York and Brooklyn, and with their money 
mostly, it would be a well-paying dividend stock. Then 

, We expected to get the employment of a great many 
laborers, and an expenditure of the money for the different 
articles required to build the bridge. 

Q. You mean to say you expected to get a percentage 

% out of the materials and labor upon the bridge? — 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Was there an understanding with anybody that you 
should do so? 


A. There was no direct understanding—a kind of an 
implied understanding. 

Q. How did it come to pasa, or did it come to pags, 
within your knowledge, that Mr. Kingsley should have a 
percentage upon all the moneys which were e 
in behalf of that bridge ? > kas ion 

A. At that time it was understood by myself, a 
guess, by the others, that architects sha Seaperiwesionee 
the erection of the building should got a per cent. upon 
everything ; and Mr. Kingsley had advanced consi die sensy 
money to affect legislation in Washington, and in Alban 3 
and in New York and Brooklyn, I think; and he we A 
really superintending everything, and attending to Bietae 
much everything—buying everything—and he vd 
with the board of directors to do it for a ines ate a ne 
with the directors or trustees. 
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Q. Did the board agree to give him a percentage on: ail 
this? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. What percentage ? 

A. Fifteen per cent. 

Q. Well, suppose the records of the directors of that 
company should show that there is an erasure wherever 
the words “ fifteen per cent.” occur, and “ five per cent.” 
written in, a8 the pay to be gotten by Kingsley, what is 
your recollection about that circumstance, if any? 

A. My recollection is at present that it was fifteen 
per cent. 

Q. As his commissions upon al] purchases made for 
the bridge? 

A. Upon everything. 

Q. Did it strike yon gentlemen that that was a sort 
of stiff commission to pay ? 

A. I don’t know that it did. I don’t know that we 
ever figured it up. : 

Q. Was he to divide the fifteen per cent. with you ? 

A. I had no understanding with him, sir; I don’t know 
anything about the rest. 

Q. He was to have the whole of that fifteen per 
cent. ? 

A. Yes, sir; the only understanding I had with Mr. 
Kingsley was that he was to pay the balance of my stock, 
after I paid the instalment of twenty per cent. of my 
atock. 

Q. Oh! he wast After you paid the twenty per cent. 
on your stock, Mr. Kingsley was to pay the balance of 
it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@Q. Was he to do that for the others? 
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A. I think he was, but I don’t know. 

Q. Did he pay the balance on your stock? 

A. He did, as far as it was called for. In two cases, 
each for ten per cent., making twenty per cent. in all. 

Q. Without any reimbursements by you? 

A. After my troubles commenced I think I assigned 
the whole of the stock back to him, the whole four han- 
dred and twenty shares with forty per cent. paid on it, in 
order that he might have what he advanced to me. The 
matter didn’t go through, and I paid him what he paid on 
it for me, that is he paid one-half of what was paid, and 
I gave him one-half of my interest. He afterwards trans- 
ferred to me or my son, | forget which. 

Q. Were those transfers to you or your son, and back 
again, without any further consideration ? 

A. Withont any further consideration whatever. 

Q. And did you consider that these assignments from 
you to him, and from him back again to your son, had 
apy connection with that matter in the board of directors 

“for voting him this fifteen per cent. on all expenditures? 

A. Idid not. He had no benefit for doing what he 
did for me. I repaid him what he paid, and he puid it for 
the full face of it, I think. 

Q. Do yon know of any action of the Board of directors 
or trustces of the bridge company, whereby Kingsley’s 
original percentage of fifteen per cent. was reduced 2 

A. I have seen an account somewheres, that it was re- 
duced. 

Q. Do you know it as a director or trustee ? 

A. No, sir; it was done after my troubles commenced 
and I loft the direction. , 


Q. Well, now, was that fifteen per cent., Mr. Tweed. all 
intended to go to Kingsley? ; 
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_ . To the best of my knowledge and belief it was. 

Q. How much did you trustees or direetors expect the 
bridge to cost at that time? 

A. I think young Mr. Roebling made an estimate that 
it would cost in the neighborhood of $6,000,000, 

QY. Fifteen per cent. upon $6,000,000— 

A. Is $900,000. 

QY. And were yon directors to give that much to Mr. 
Kingsley, for simply buying the material for that 
bridge ? | 

A. That was the idea; he was to pay for the balance 
of my stock, I told you. I was to have four hundred and 
twenty shares of stock, at $100 a share, and pay only 
$8,400 for it. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, with regard to elections—to the 
management of the elections for the city and county off- 
cers—and generally, the elections for the city and county : 
When you were in oftice, did the Ring control the elections - 
in this city at that time ? 

A. They did, sir; absolutely. 

Q. Please tell me what the modus operand: of that 
was. How did you control the election f 

A. Well, each ward had a representative man, who 
would zontrol matters in his own ward, and whom the 
various members of the general committee were to look up 
to for advice how to control the elections. 

Q. The General Committee of Tammany Hall? 

A, Of the regular organization. 

Q. What advice? What do you mean by that? 

A. Why, what to do. 

Q. What were they to do, in case you wanted a partic- 
anlar man elected over another ? 

A. Count the ballots in bulk, or without counting them 


184 


announce the result in bulk, or change from one to the 
other, as the case may have been. 

Q. Then these elections really were no elections at all? 
The ballots were made to bring about any result that you 
determined upon beforehand ? 

A. The ballots made no result; the counters made the 
result. 

Q. That couldn’t have been done without local aid some- 
where, could it? 

A. That was generally done in every ward by the gon- 
tleman who had charge of the ward. 

Q. I wish you would just take up the wards, from the 
‘First Ward down, and tell me who it was who were kind 
enongh to fix the election for you? 

A. I will name who had charge of each ward. They 
didn’t all of them do that kind of work, howover. 

Q. I would prefer you to answer the question as I put 
it, and name only those men whom yon know to have 
something to do with what is vulgarly called “ stuffing the 
“ ballot-box,” in other words, controlling the elections ? 


Mr. Townsenp—Then I object to his answering the 
question at al). It is something he must have been tuld 
by eomebody, and it must be nothing but hearsay evidence. 
He tells you the general practice and you may draw your 
inference from that; but asking him in each case, for a 
series of years, “ Who did it?” why, he can’t tell it He 
can tell those who had charge of the wards. 


Mr. Corz—I am trying to inform myself simply as to 
what this witness knows, and I don’t care what tho fonn 
of the witness’ answer is. 


Mr. Townxszwp—What I object to is this: I object to 
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anything he says anyone had to do with the stuffing of the 
ballot-boxes. It was necessarily done when Mr. Tweed 
was absent, and it must be from hearsay information, and 
he must have heard it. But then I don’t object to his 
giving the names of the persons in charge of those wards. 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Tweed, did you ever give any directions 
to any persons, to falsify or change the result of the actual 
bona fide ballots cast in any election? 

A. More in the nature of a request than a direction. 

Q. Did you ever suggest to anybody —— 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did any of the persons to whom you made this 
request or pusecetion, agree with you that they would do 
8o ? 

A. My impression is that they did. In fact, the result 
carried it out that they did, anyhow. 

Q. Well, now, after such a request, did the results in 
any case indicate to you that your request had been com- 
plied with? 

A. They did, sir. 

Q. Well, now, will you state to the Committee the 
names of all persons, so far as you can recollect, to whom 
you made such requests, when the results indicated to 
your mind that your request had been complied with? 

A. It isa matter of perfect impossibility. I have talked 
to pretty much every man in the ward, who was a politi- 
cian or an active man, and the leaders in every ward ; but 
I cannot tell the general conversation, nor the results 
which came from such conversations. I can give the 
names of the parties who controlled. 

Mr. Corz—But we might do a great injnstice to indi- 
viduals, and I am seeking to avoid that, as I have all along. 
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I shall take the wards seriatim, and ask you. With 
respect to the First Ward, will you please state if you ever 
gave any directions to anybody in the First Ward, during 
any time that you were connected with city politics, the 
indication of which was to induce anybody to falsify the 
ballot ? 

A. I say I can answer “ Yes” to that, to every ward in 
the city—the whole twenty-two wards. 

Q. To whom did you give such directions ? 

A. I cannot recollect the names, becanse we were 
changing every year. One year one nan was in control, 
and another year another man; and we had to go to the 
man in whom we had the most confidence. 

Mr. Cowrse—Are there any lists which would refresh 
your memory ? 

» A. No, sir; my papers are all destroyed. 

Q. Can you think of any list that the Committee can 
farnish you, which will help you? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Would the Tammany list of the General Committee 
farnish you with information on that point? 

A. If I could bring my mind to remember who was the 
controlling man in the different wards I might point them 
ont to you. But they kept coming and going every year 
like shadows. One day aman would be in power and 
the next day out of power. 

Mr. Corze—Can you recollect at this time any persons ? 

A. I can give you the names of persons who con- 
trolled in the various wards. Beyond that I can’t go, and 
T couldn’t tell what year it was they had control. 

» baba iG, mean to say that these persons you say had 
organizations were persons to who 
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gave these instructions, or made the requests ? ft 
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A. As a general thing. 

Q. Will you state the names of all persons to whom 
you gave such instructions, or made such requests? 

A. I don’t recollect anybody. I can’t give any names. 
Tam perfectly willing to give the names, because there is 
no man whom I have any regard for or would screen in 
any position. I am here to tell the whole truth, and | 
will do it. It is hard to do it, but I will bear it. 


Mr. Townsenp—The questions might be asked as to 
what particular individual he gave the instractions. He 
couldn’t tell you. As far as I can understand certain 
persons controlled the organizations in the different wards ; 
that whatever instructions were Riven were throngh those 
leaders in certain wards. 


Mr. Tweep—If I supposed any man guilty, that I could 
give his name, I would give his name, but I haven’t got 
any name that I suppose. I shall think the matter over 
between ‘now and next meeting, and if I can think of 
any other names I shall give them, but I can’t now and 
don’t think I can by the next meeting. 


Mr. Cowinc—Mr. Tweed, have you any personal 
knowledge of fraudulent naturalization papers being 
issued in 1868? 

A. I have no personal knowledge of it, sir. I have no 
doubt but what such was the fact, however. 

Mr. Cotzr—Now, Mr. Tweed, you said at the last meet- 
ing that you paid Mr. Hugh Hastings $20,000. 

A. I did. 

Q. For his services in relation to the passage of the 
Charter of 1870, and that you paid him in a check, and 
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that you could produce the checks, and I asked you to do 
so. Will you do 80? 

A. I will, sir, with pleasnre. (Check produced.) Since 
the last meeting, I have posted myself a little upon dates 
in those matters, and I find the charter passed upon Tues- 
day, the fifth of April, 1870. On the ensuing Saturday 
I was in New York, when Mr. Hastings called on me and 
got that check. So he didn’t wait long for his money. 

Q. What did you give Mr. Hastings this check for? 

A, For his advice, information, and exertions to pass 
what was called the Tweed or Frear Charter. 

Q. What was his advice? 

A. Ihave narrated exactly, at the last meeting. His 
first advice was to make sure of having all the 
Republican Senators We should have the caucus 
and he would act with me in effecting that result. 
That was what was effected. He then asked me 
if I had Mr. Woodin. TI said ‘ No.” He asked me 
whom I did have. I told him Mr. Winslow I thought 
would go with me, and Wood and Minier. He said “ You 
“had better get Mr. Woodin, because he is a very power- 
‘ful active man, and a good talker.” I asked him if it 
was safe to talk to him. He said: “Yes.” I gaid I 
would try to have a talk with him, and I did the next day. 

Q. Did you tell him that you intended to pay the Sen- 
ators money for supporting this charter ? 

A. That was understood—that I had to pay. 

Q. Are you certain you talked of it? 

A. Iam not positive that I told him so, but I am pos- 
itive as I can be of anything that happened several] years 


g. Did you ever have any other dealings of a simi 
character with Mr. Hastings t ar 
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A. I had such dealings with him for the passage of the 
city tax-levies for years. 

Q. What kind of dealings? 

A. Employing him to work for us, and had articles 
inserted, and paid him for it. 

Q. Was he then editing the newspaper? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it a Democratic or Republican newspaper ? 

A. Republican paper. 

Q. Was this bill—this charter of 1870 was the charter 
that you say emanated from Tammany Hall? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was a Democratic measure ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And all the Republican Senators voted for it but 
one t 

A, Yes, sir, 

Q. And that was—— 

A. Mr. Thayer, of Troy, Rensselaer County. 

Q. What other dealings have you had with Mr. 
Hastings ? 

A. I frequently employed him for legislative purposes. 

Q. Do you recollect any other Democrats ? 

A.I hold in my hand a check—two checks. As 
Mr. Hastings said, the money was handed over when 
anything was to be done, and that was the end of it. 
That check, I am not sure, was paid to Hastings; I think 
it was. The other lam sure was—that dreft. Iam as 

. positive of that as I can be of most anything. 

Q. For what other bills did yon ever employ Mr. 
Hastings? 

A. To defeat the bill taking the Dock Department out 
of the Street Commissioner’s office. 
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Q. Pay any money for that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much? 

A. Oh, I don’t recollect. I was constantly doing that 
kind of work with him, and constantly paying him, and I 
don’t recollect. He was only one of 8 great many there 
doing that kind of business. 

Q. You have handed up a draft drawn by Henry 
Smith upon William M. Tweed, to the order of Hugh J. 
Hastings, dated 29th April, 1865, endorsed “accepted ” 
by yourself, and endorsed “ Hugh J. Hastings,” for $5,500 * 

A. That must have been a draft of the same nature, 
paid for legislative purposes. 

Q. Do you recollect what this was for? 

A. I do not, sir. I only found that among my papers. 

Q. How often did the Board of Audit meet as a Board 
of Andit? The Board of Audit under the tax-levy— 
yourself, Hall, and Connolly ? 

A. It never met. 

Q. Well, now, in the Ring suits, a paper has been 
offered in evidence, which purports to be the minutes of a 
meeting of the Board of Audit, which was held at the 
Comptroller’s office on the 5th of May, 1870? 

A. If I speak about that I will have to tell the whole 
history of it. 

Q. Will you look at this paper? (Paper handed to wit- 
ness.) Now, it has been testified in the courts, in al} these 
Ring suits, that that paper was found inasafe in the 
Comptroller’s office, by the Deputy Comptroller, under 
the administration of Connolly. What do you know 
abont that paper? 

A. After the attack was made upon the Rin 


in 
by the Ztmes, we were in the habit of ara ais re 
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at least three times a week—sometimes daily—at my pri- 
vate office, 85 Duane street—that is, Mr. Sweeney, Pres- 
ident of the Commissioners of Parks; Mr. Hall, as 
Mayor, and Mr. Connolly, as Comptroller, and myself, as 
Commissioner of Public Works, and our clerk Mr. Cor- 
son. Shortly after the expose inthe Z%mes, Mr. Hall 
came to one of those meetings with this paper, which is, 
I think, in his own handwriting. He submitted it to me, 
and I said I didn’t know anything abont it, and asked 
what would be the effect of it. He said if we signed that 
paper (he had already signed it)—he said that if Mr. 
Connolly and myself signed it, it would be of great use 
to us if any prosecntion shonid be commenced against us 
in these Ring transactions. I consulted Mr. Connolly, 
and he and myself both signed it, and it was handed to 
Mr. Hall. I heard nothing more about it after that until 
the trial of Mr. Hall, or my own trial, for misdemeanor, 
I think it was my own trial, when Mr. Storrs testified to 
the manner in which he found it, where, I think, it had - 
been placed for him to find by Connolly or Hall. 

Q. When was it that it was first shown to you by Mayor 
Halil, and signed by you? 

A. I think it was in August or July, 1871; I think it 
was in Angust, 1871, at my office in Duane street, 85. 

Q. And no euch mecting ever took place ? 

A. No such meeting ever took place. 

Q. And no meeting ever took place? 

A. No meeting ever took place. 

Q. And the audit of all those bills was no andit at all? 
That is, by the Board of Audit, except by individuals ? 

A. Except by individuals. 

Pretended minutes of the meeting of the Board of 
Audit are endorsed: “ Meeting of Commissioners Hall, 
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«“ Tweed, and Connolly, May 5, pathy. Plffe. Ex. ‘ No. 1.” 
“ Feb. 7, 1876. W. F. B.” 

The contents of the paper are as eis! 

“ ComprroLLEr’s Or Fick, 
“May 5, 1870. ' 

“The undersigned meet as a Commission under and by 
“ virtue of section 4 of chapter 882 of the Laws of 1870. 

“On motion of the Mayor, it is 

‘‘ Resolved, That the County Auditor collect from the 
“‘ Appropriate Committees of the Board of Supervisors all 
“bills and liabilities against the county, incurred prior to 
“ April 26, 1870, and amounts now due thereon, and that 
“the evidence of the same be the authorization for the 
‘‘ game by the said Board or its Appropriate Committees on 
“certificate of clerk or president, and that thereupon the 
“said County Auditor annex the voucher to the appro- 
“priate blanks for our signature and action as directed 
“by the section aforesaid and payment. 


“A. Oakey Hatt, 
“ Mayor. 
“Wruuam M. Tween, 
“ Present President Board of Supervisors. 
“ Rionarp B. Connotty, 


“ Comptroller. 
Meoting adjourned to Friday, September 21, at 2 wp, a 
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EIGHTH DAY. 


Frmar, September 21, 1877—2:80 p. m. 


Mr. Lzwrs—The meeting will please come to order. 


(It is moved and seconded that the reading of the 
minutes of the previous proceedings be dispensed with ; 
motion carried.) 


(Witness makes certain corrections in the testimony 
given at the last session as reported.) 


Examination by Mr. Cox (resumed) : 


Q. Mr. Tweed, at the last session I propounded to you 
all the interrogatories which were suggested by Mr. Mor- 
rissey, except one, which I was obliged to omit on account 
of the want of time. Now, with regard to the Erie 
Railroad; what connection, if any, did you ever have 
with the Erie Railroad t 

A. I was a director in the Erie Railroad Company. 

Q. When did you become a director in the Erie Rail- 
road Company ? 

A. My mind has not been called to that. I can’t tell 
within a year or two. It is a matter of impossibility for 
me to carry dates and amounts in my head, and I defy any 
living man to do it. I am very sensitive about answering 


questions from recollection where data can be found in 
the booka. Now just the other day I made some errors in 
testifying about the Brooklyn Bridge, when, if I had had 
the books half an hour I could have answered correctly. 

Q. You can think in two minutes when you were a 
director. 

A. I think it was 1870 or 1871; no, before that, 1868 or 
1869. 

Q. Were you a stockholder? 

A. I was, that is, there was stock standing in my name. 

Q. Were you a stockholder before you became a di- 
rector? 

A. That I don’t know. 

Q. Will you state how you came to be a director ? 

A. Before thé Legislature adjourned; either that of 
1868 or 1869, or about the time they were adjourning, 
Mr. Hastings brought me in connection with Mr. Gould, 
whom I had been opposing all the session, and after I 
came to New York Mr. Gould called and stated he 
would like to bring Mr. Fisk to see me. I said I had no 
objection, and he brought him; and we had a long talk 
together—Fisk, Gould and myself. That was the first 
time that I ever came into conncction with Mr. Fisk. 

Q. What was that first talk about ? 

A. They wanted an injunction at that time against Mr. 
Vanderbilt and Mr. Drew and some others who were op- 
posed to the Erie direction. They proposed to get some 
advantages by it. I do not know now what the advap- 
tages were, but I knew at the time. 

Q. What did they want you to get? 

A. They wanted me to see Judge Barnard, or some 
other judge, and have it granted. 

Q. Did they offer you an inducement 2 


145 


A. I declined having anything to do with the matter 
then, but I consulted Mr. Sweeney that day some time, and 
also Mr. Connolly I think—certainly Mr. Sweeney ; and 
they called the next day to see me again, and we talked 
ovor the matter. They said they would bring mo into the 
direction, and said they would bring me some stock and 
give me achance to make money in them. I consented to 
go in with them and I did. At the next election I was 
elected a director; and I don’t know bnt what I was a 
director before. At the time I was elected I had no stock 
of my own, but they had five or ten shares, I understood, 
that they kept to elect directors on. If they wanted a 
director they transferred one share of this stock to the 
man they wanted to make director; two, two; three, 
three ; four, four; five, five. I don’t know bat what they 
had ten or fifteen shares for that purpose. 

Q. Just as near as you can, repeat the first conversation 
you had with Gould? 

A. I can repeat nothing but generalities. 

Q. Tell us what was the substance of the conversation 
then ? 

A. That I cannot do, except as I have already stated. 

Q. They wanted an injunction, and they wanted you to 
go to some judge and procure the injanction, and that snb- 
sequently they would make you a director in the road if 
you would do it for that purpose ? 

A. If I would work with them in other matters. 

Q. Was this injunction one of the matters? 

A. I suppose eo, that was what they wanted done. 

Q. And thereafter you were made a director ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@Q. And your impression is that some stock was put down 
to your name? 


10 
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A. I was told that some stock was put in my name. 

Q. You never paid any money for that stock at that 
time ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, did you carry out your part of the bargain 
with regard to the injunction ? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Tell us what you did. 

A. I took the papers which they had prepared by their 
Counsel, and took it to a Judge—a friend of mine at that 
time. 

Q. What Judge t 

A. One of the Judges of the Supreme Court. 

Q. Name? 

A. Barnard. 

Q. George G.? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Alderman Cow1ne)—Who were the counsel ? 

A. I don’t recollect. The Eric Railroad was con- 
stantly changing their counsel in the vuriety of the suits 
they had. 

Q. Well, tell us what transpired with the Judge ? 

A. I spoke to George Barnard abont it, he looked over 
the papers, and said, “ it was all right,”—they were entitled 
to it, and he granted it. 

QY. Well, did you offer any sort of in 
Judge Barnard saad it? : ee 

A. I asked him to do it asan act of fri ; 
me. ; oe eT 

Q. Was that all? 

A. Yes, sir; at that time I was the best frie 
aad. I nominated him, and stood by him ena ely y ste 
lhis position to me. I risked my life to get it for hi, ss 
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' Q. Did he ever get anything, as far as you know, for 
this injunction? 

A. 1 do not know that he did. . I do not believe that he 
did. 

Q. Well, now, you say that was the first transaction 
with the Erie Railroad Company, in managing the Erie 
Railroad Company. When was the next time that you 
came into contact with them ? 

A. I cannot state; it went right along from that time 
till I got in trouble, and all the time I was in trouble while 
Mr. Fisk lived. 

Q. Did you do any more work with the judges for 
them ? 

A. Never direct. Shortly after that, I introduced Mr. 
Fisk to Mr. Barnard, and he became as intimate as I was 
with him, and attended to that part of the business 
himself. He had more time to waste on him than I 
did, and Barnard was a man who needed that kind of 
thing. 

Q. What do you mean by “ Wasting time on him?” 

A. Oh! well, you bad to waste much time with him— 
be around with him a good deal, coax him, and make 
him believe he was a great man—pat him on his back. 

Q. That was the only time you ever got anv favors from 
judges for the Erie Railroad ? 

A. That is the only time I recollect. 

Q. Did you ever serve the Erie Railroad in any EADBCLYs 
at Albany? 

A. Yes, sir; [ was ‘their agent in Albany. 

Q. Well, in iwlint capacity ? 

A. I was their agent in Albany? 

Q. What kind of agent? 

A. I did all the business they had to do there. 
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Q. Yon mean with the Legislature? 

A. Yes, sir; anything they had to do in Albany, I 
attended to for them before the Legislature. Any matter 
that required management, I generally managed for 
them. 

Q. Did you ever, by the directions of any officer or 
director of the Erie Railroad, seek to influence Legislators 
in their official duty ? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Well, now, will yon tell me as to what bills, and 

A. I can’t; Iam in the eame condition as a man who 
is a good swimmer—you tie his hands and throw him into 
the water, and say: “Swim, you know you are a good 
swimmer,” but he will drown. I cannot say anything 
without the information from books and data; give me 
those, and I may be able to refresh my memory, and I 
will tell yon all 1 know in that connection. 

Mr. Core—We will try and give them to you one of 
these days. 

Q. Don’t you remember any bills in the passage of 
- which you acted as a lobbyist for the Erie Railroad ? 

A, I don’t recollect distinctly ; no, sir. 

Q. No particular one ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Fisk or 
Gould. with regard to influencing the Legislature? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Did you ever receive any money from either Fisk or 
Gould to be used in bribing the Legislature ¢ 

A. | did, sir. 

Q. Can you remember any particular occurrence of that 
sort now ? 

A. f cannot now. They were of frequent occurrence. 
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Not only did I receive money, but I find by an examination 
of the papers, that everybody else who received money 
from the Erie Railroad charged it to me. 

Q. You say that you received money from either one or 
the other—did yon ever receive money from both? 

A. I received from each of them; yes,sir. They were 
both about the same, as I said the other day. 

Mr. Cotz—Yes; but I want to call your attention to the 
fact now, Mr. Tweed, that there were really two distinct 
persons ; one is dead now. Did you ever receive any 
money from Mr. Fisk ? 

A. I have, sir. 

Q. With instructions from him to use it for the purpose 
of bribing members of the Legislature to pass bills ? 

A. We never had instructions. They would come to 
me and ask me “Can yon do so and eo with so and so?” 
and if I thought I could, 1 would say “ Yes,” and the 
money would be given me to do it with. 

Q. Did Mr. Jay Gould ever give you money which he 
suggested to you should be used for the purpose of—— 

A. He has, sir, frequently. 

Q. And did he also at times suggest the names of Legis- 
lators? 

A. I don’t think he did. 1 was pretty well up in that 
myself, and I didn’t require information. I don’t think he 
thonght he could inforin me on that point. 

Q. And now with regard to the bill widely known as 
the Erie Classification Bill: Do you recollect about that ? 


{Revised Statutes produced. Handed to witness.) 


A. I presume, Mr. Counselor, that you refer to chapter 
916 of the Laws of 1869, an act to amend chapter 
278 of the Laws of 1868, entitled “ Au act in relation 
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to the Erie, New York Central, Hudstn River and Harlem 
Railroad Companies,” and which reads as follows: 


“ No stockholder, director or officer of either the New 
“ York Central Railroad Company, the Hudson River 
“ Railroad Company or the Harlem Railroad Company, 
‘ shall be a director or officer of the Erie Railroad Com- 
“pany; and no etockholder, director or ofticver of the 
“ latter company shall be a director or officer of either of 
“ the three first named companies. The Board of Direc- 
‘tors iu each of the said companies may so classify the 
“ members of such board, by lot or otherwise, that, as 
“ nearly as may be, one-fifth of their number shall go out 
“ of office at each annual election; and at the next eleoc- 
“ tion of directors in each of the said companies, directors 
“ ahall be voted for only in place of those whose tenn 
“ shall then expire under the classification aforesaid.” 


A. I recollect distinctly money being psid for the pas- 
sage of that act, but I couldn’t tell to whom or how much. 

Q. Did you pay out any money to members of the Legis- 
lature ? 

A. I am under the impression that I did. 

Q. Do you remember any person to whom you paid itt 

A. Ido not, sir. 

Q. Whom did you receive this money from for this use f 

A. That I am not positive about; either from Mr. Fisk 
or Mr Gould, or both together—more likely from Mr. 
Gould ; he generally did the financial business. 

Q. Do you remember the circumstances connected with 
that particular transaction ? 

A. I do not 

Q. Was this the only bill for which you used money in 
behalf of the Erie Direction ? 


151 


A. No, sir; not by many. Those matters were of such 
freqnent occurrence I kept no tally of them. I did keep 
a tally at first after I got in trouble, but my books were 
burned up by my friends, thinking it would be to my 
interest. 

Q. Well, can you, at this time, remember any other bilis 
for which you used money for the Erie Railroad ? 

A. No, sir. 1 wouldn’t have, remembered that if you 
hedn’t brought my attention to it. 

Q. I shall recur to this again when you have the statutes 
before you to refresh your memory. In all these matters 
for the Erie Railroad, did yon receive the moneys direct 
from either Mr. Gould or Mr. Fisk and pay them yourself 
to the Legislators ? 

A. I did in most of the matters, and in some of the 
matters I handed the money to Mr. Abraham Van Vech- 
ten and Mr. Barber. 

Q. To be used by them ? 

A. Yes, sir; they had charge of all the Assembly mat- 
ters. I very rarely had anything to do with the Assembly. 
Q. You dealt with the members of the Senate only ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, recurring to the Brooklyn Bridge matter, Mr. 
Tweed, for a moment, will you state who composed the 
Board of Aldermen at the time that you say that money 
was used to indnce the Aldermen to make the subscrip- 
tion of one and a half millions? 

A. I used my utmost endeavors to obtain a copy of the 
proceedings of the Board of Aldermen for 1866—the year 
in which that passed. The messenger of the Board of 
Aldermen brought me the books yesterday, and said he 
was told to remain there until I was through with them. 
My wife and family were visiting me at the time, and 
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1 couldn't give the attention I desired ; so I looked over 
them, and as far as my memory would I tried to retain 
the matter as well as I could. 

Mr. Corz—lI want to call your attention to this matter 
for the purpose of ascertaining which members of the 
Board of Aldermen— 

A. I don’t know that I ever knew at that time, or, if 
I did, I didn’t know in connection with that. I only @id 
my business with one man. 

Q. Do you know of any man except the one you have 
already testified concerning, receiving money at that 
time ? 

A. I don’t know anything about it, sir. As Iwas com- 
ing into the room to-day a messenger from Mr. Barnes 
handed me a quantity of queations. I don’t know what 
they are and haven’t had an opportunity to look at them. 
I will state that Mr. Barnes is a gentleman I have never 
eeen or spoken to. I find, however, that the testimony 
reads the other day, that a resolution was offered, paying 
Mr. Kingsley fifteen per cent. Mr. Barnes, in his report 
as chairman of the Investigating Committee of 1878 
states that the resolution was offered by me, and ijt ies 
reads that it was for his services and advances on behalf 
of the company, up to the completion of such and such 
foundations, which was three feet above high water mark. 
I see now that my memory was wrong there, I thought it 
was for the entire building; but I know the amount w 
put in the neighborhood of six millions. I also sce in = 
of the papers yesterday that 1 had subscribed to five es 
dred and sixty shares of stock, whereas ] sche ee 
only four hundred and twenty. I thonght I saiq he 
“Smith, Sweeney and myself subscribed to five hund % 
“and sixty shares of stock each,” and that one hogs 
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and forty shares was taken off from each one, Sweeny, 
Smith and myself, for Mr. Connolly’s share, and that 
made three times five hundred and sixty—equal to four 
times four hundred and twenty. That is to show that 
if I made any errors I should be happy to correct them. 

Mr. Corz—I understood you to say that the charter of 
1870 in itself was inefficient as a money-making machine? 

A. Yes, sir. J think it was the most perfect charter 
that ever was produced upon earth for the government of 
the city. 

@. And inorder to enable the members of the Ring 
to raise money, that it became necessary to pass certain 
other bills—the tax levies of that year especially ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, was any money paid to the members of the 
Legislature to induce them to vote for the city tax levy 
and the county tax levy of 1870? 

A. I don’t know that there was for the city tax levy, 
although there was for the county tax levy, I know, 
and I guess for both. 

Q. Is this in addition to the large amount of money 
you testified was paid for the passage of the charter? 

A. It is, sir. 

Q. Well, about how much would you think was ex- 
pended to secure the passage of the tax levy? 

A. I don’t know. I think in the neighborhood of fifty 
or one hundred thousand dollars. 1 don’t think it would 
he less than that. 

Y. Did you personally pay out any of this money to 
niembers of the Legislature? 

A. Idid 

Q. Will you state any transactions of that nature ? 

A. I can’t state positively to whom I paid it. I have 
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no direct data to go on as to how I spoke or talked about 
it. I havea general impression. 

Q. No, I mean to whom did you pay any money ? 

A. I don’t know as I can give the name, but I would 
like to have the red book. Give me the legislative 


Mr. Corzr—Will the Committee send for 1870, and 
1871, too. 


(Manual produced ; handed to witness.) 


Q. Now, as to members of the Senate—to whom did 
you pay any money to induce them to vote for the 
tax-levy ? 

A. Senator William M. Graham, Norris Winslow, Wil- 
liam H. Brand, A. V. Harpending, Theodore L. Minier, 
George Bowen, and James Wood. 

Q. You paid these sums of money to each of these 
Senators yourself? 

A. To each of these Senators myself, personally. 

Q. And this was under an agreement between you and 
each of these Senators, that each should vote for bills, 
and that this should bo the compensation f 

A. That was the understanding. 

Q. Now, as to the Assembly, Mr. Tweed ? 

A. That matter was generally left, as I said before, in 
the hands of Mr. Barber, who had deputies nnder him— 
Mr. Van Vechten and others—Charles Edwards, I think 
his name was; Edwards I know, Charles, I think, is his 
first name—but Mr. Barber was the principal man for the 
Aesembly. 

Q. Do you mean to say that you paid money to Mr. 
Barber with instructions to him to pay it over to mem 
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bers of the Legislature, to induce them to vote for the 
hill? 

A. I do, that is what I mean to say. 

_@. Well, did he ever make any report of that to you? 

A. He did. 

Q. How did he do, did he tell you to whom he paid it? 

A. He brought me in what they call a tally list of the 
members. It was a piece of paper with the names of the 
members on, and arranged in a certain way with marks on 
it, one mark to denote one hundred dollars, another, two 
hundred dollars, another, five hundred dollars, and so on. 
The names of the members would be checked off against 
the amount they received. Wehad hieroglyphics to mark 
the outlays, I understood them, and anybody who found 
it wouldn’t know anything about it. 

Q. Did yon ever have any conversation with any mem- 
bers of the Assembly, to whom amounts of money had 
been reported to you as having been paid ? 

A. I did, sir; with most all of them. 

QY. I want you to tell me what members of the Assem- 
bly for that year, 1870, were reported to yon hy Barber, 
or any other of your lobby agents, as haviny received 
money to influence their votes, who, subsequently, in con- 
vergation to you, practically admitted the fact % 

A. That I am unzble to state. The thing happened 
seven years ago, my papers have been destroyed, and I 
have no way of refreshing my memory. 

Q. You wouldn’t be able to refresh it by the Marual of 
that year? 

A. No,sir; and they have kept me from refreshing my 
memory pretty well by keeping me locked up, so that I 
can’t see any people or get any bovks, and I can’t refresh 
my memory. The way is very effectual. 
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Q. Have you named all the Senators,to whom you paid 
money for the purpose of influencing their votes for that 
year? 

A. I think I have, sir. ‘ 

Q. Now, with regard to other bills: Were there any 
other bills concerning those or any other matters which 
passed daring that year for which money was paid. Do 
you remember any other? 

A. No, sir. There were a great many bills granting 
charters, etc.; charters for a savings bank, or for a railroad, 
for which members were bought by their friends. Smith 
would stick in Brown’s name as stockholder, and then 
Brown would get the bill passed for Smith, and after that, 
if there was anything in it, Brown would eell his share 
out. 

Q. Have you named all the members of the Legislature, 
in both houses, to whom you personally, as far as your 
memory serves you now—to whom you paid money ? 

A. Yes, sir; as far as my memory serves me. 

Q. I shall recur to this matter at a subsequent time, and 
I want you to refresh your memory ? 

A. I can’t refresh my memory except by these books; 
I am prevented from talking with those who could tell me 
and those who desire to tell me can’t get to me. ; 

Q. Now, I understand that under the manipulation of 
the Board of Audit, that many claims were paid which 
had no foundation at all. Is that true ? 

A. To the best of my knowledge and belief, it is, sir. 
Q. Well, have you been able to refresh your memory 
so as to give moa list of fraudulent bills which were 
passed ¢ 

A. I have not been ablo to look it up; I stated to the 
Committee that it would be impossible for me to look it 
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up between Tuesday and Friday. My family came and 
saw me two and three days. I am willing to tell it, but 
IT can’t make an examination every other day. 

Q. Are there any other cases in which bills which were 
presented tothe old Board of Supervisors, and passed by 
them, were subsequently altered by forgery ? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Adding figures ? 

A. Not that I know of. No, sir; it wasn’t necessary to 
do it, and therefore I don’t think it was done; we had 
the votes and passed what we pleased. 

Q. Mr. Tweed, what was the Wew York Printing 

Company ? 

A. That was an offshoot of a paper called the Zran- 
soript—the Transcript Association. 

Q. What was the 7ranscript Association ? 

A. It was originally a newspaper, professing to publish 
all the legal proceedings of the city. It afterwards 
became the corporation newspaper of the city and of the 
Supervisors. 

Q. Who formed the Transcript Association ? 


A. It was started, I think, by Cornelius Corson, and . 


two young gentlemen by the name of Stout, who were 
reporters; in fact all three wero reporters, one on the 
Express, one on the Times, I think, and the Tribune. 

A. What do you mean by saying that the Vew York 
Printing Company was an offshoot of the Transcript 
Association ! 

A. Well, after two or three years the two Stouts got 
out. One sold his interest to me, and the other to James 
B. Taylor. During the war times thore was a great deal 
of printing done, anda great deal of blanks were to be 
made out and printed. Through my influence I got that 
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for them, as they had all the® facilities for the work. 
About the close of the war Mr. Sweeney and Mr. Hugh 
Smith came in; I thought Mr. Sweeney came in under 
his own name, but I have since been informed that he 
came in under the name of James M. Sweeney, his 
brother. 

Q. But it was Peter B. Sweeney and not his brother 
James M. Sweeney, who was in it really? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was Mr. Peter B. Sweeney who came into the 
mecting of the Board of Directors ? 

A. We never had any formal mecting of the Board of 
Directors; we met informally and discussed matters. 

Q. You are speaking of the New York Printing Com- 
pany? 

A. No, sir, of the Transcript Association. 

Q. The New York Printing Company came out of 
that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Tell us the origin of the New York Printing Com. 
pany ? 

A. Well, everybody furnishing stationery for the city 
were getting rich. Jones & Co. were being paid enor- 
mously, and other people were getting large sums of 
money ; and Mr. Wilbour I think it was, stated as we had 
such facilities we might as well go on and do all the print- 
ing, and get as much money as anybody else; and ae 
formed that company for that purpose. 

Q. For the purpose of doing the public printing ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who composed that company ? 

A. The same persons; I don’t think Mr. Ta ; 
it, although I don’t recollect—Mr. James B. Tse 
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vas in so I am informed; all the rest of us were at any 
rate. 

Q. You think now yon say, that all the members of the 
old Zranseript Association were into the New York 
Printing Company ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, you did the printing for the different depart- 
ments ? 

A. Yes, sir; and then from the Zranscript came 
another offshoot called the Manufacturers’ Stationers, 
that furnished stationery to the different departments. 

Q. And for this work and stationery you rendered bills 
to the different departments, and they were passed by 
whom? 

A, We rendered bills to the different departments. In 
1868 or 1869—I am not sure which—the resolution was 
passed in the Board of Supervisors, directing the Comp- 
troller to pay the bills of the Mew York Printing Com- 
pany upon the certificate of the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, and they were, and upon that certificate they 
didn’t go before the Board at all. 

Q. The Board of Supervisors passed a general resolu- 
tion that the certification of the Clerk was sufficient to 
audit and authenticate any bill of the Mew York Print. 
img Company ; and after that the bills were presented to 
the Clerk and certified by him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Y. Did the Board of Supervisors receive any money to 
induce them to pass this general resolution for the New 

York Printing Company ? 

A. I think not; I had it passed, I was interested in the 
‘company some. 

(J. Well, were these bills which were rendered and 


passed upon by the clerk dona fide, bills, or were they 
frandulent bills ? 

A. There were bills good I presume, and there was 
some foundation for the claims. 

Q. Were they greatly in excess of what they ought to 
have been legally? 

A. Not greatly in excess, I think. 

Q. Well, how much? 

A. Well, probably twenty-five per cent. 

Q. There was gencrally twenty-five per cent. added to 
the face of the bill ? 

A. I don’t know what was added; 1 never made the 
bill out in my life; I don’t think I have seen more than 
a half a dozen of them. We got very heavy dividends, 
probably fifty or sixty or seventy thousand dollars a year, 
for some years. 

Q. What, that amount to each of you ? 

A. Yea, sir; I think one-fifth to each. 

Q. Do yon know how much capital was entered into 
the Wew York Printing Company? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Can’t you give us any idea about it? 

A. I can’t. My impression is that it was ten thousand: 
I can’t say. , 

@. And the dividends were as much as seventy-five or 
a hundred thousand dollars to each of you ? 

A. From fifty to seventy thousand dollars, I think— 
that is, each of us one-fifth. Some owned more and some 
less than a fifth. 

Q. One-fifth rendered that amount ? 

A. Yes, sir; that is ny impression, 

Q. How were these dividends declared ? 

A. Mr. Wilbour had charge of the entire financial mat 
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ters, and after the company came into possession of the 
money, he divided that around as he thonght best. 

Q. There was no meeting of the directors then ? 

4. No, eir; not that I know of in the direction of the 
finance. 

Q. Where did the company keep its bank account ? 

A. I think in the Broadway Bank, and a short time in 
the Tenth National, a short time in the Ocean Bank, 
and part of the time in the Guardian Savings Institution. 

Q. I call your attention, Mr. Tweed, to chapter 57 of 
the Laws of 1871—will you look at that for a moment ? 


(Volume handed to witness ; examined by witness.) 


A. I have looked it over casually, sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, this is an act in relation to the 
widening and straightening of Broadway in the city of 
New York, and regulating the practice in that proceed- 
ing—do you know of any money being used in connection 
with the passage of that act? 

A. I don’t know anything about that act, sir, at all. 

Q. Did you never know anything about it? 

A. I never knew anything about it except that it was 
an act, and passed, and created a great deal of excitement 
at the time. 

Q. I call your attention to the fifth section of this act, 
which reads as follows : 

“ The costs heretofore taxed in this matter shall be paid 
“to the persons mentioned in the said proceedings as en- 
“titled thereto, in the like manner as if said order of 
“ confirmation were not vacated.” 

A. I don’t think I ever knew anything irregular about 
that matter; I couldn’t call my mind to it ; I am satistied 


1 know nothing irregular about it. 
11 
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Q. L asked you at a former seasion whether you would 
be able to refresh your memory, 60 that you could testify 
as to those leases for armories and drill-rooms, concerning 
which there were illegal practices ? . 

A. Well, there were illegal practices about most all 
of them. I think I speak properly when I say most all 
of them. 

@. I should like, Mr. Tweed, for you to look over the 
records and testify as to such of those leases for drill- 
rooms and armories as your memory now enables you to 
say were fraudulent ? 


(Proceedings of the Board of Supervisors for 1872 
handed to witness.) 


A. Here is one, 1870—lease of premises known as num- 
bers 141, 143, 145, and 147 East Fourteenth street, with 
a rent of $36,000 per annum. 

Q. From whom is that lease, do you know? Does it 
say ? 

A. Charles Johnson, George Shepherd, and Francis 
A. Palmer. All of fourth floor of premises nnmbers 281 
288, 285, 287, Ninth avenue, and 410 West Twenty. 
seventh street, at $18,000 per annnm; same parties. 

Q. The names you mentioned in the 14th street lease ? 

A. Yes, sir. Two upper stories of 208 and 210 West 
24th street, $17,000, Alexander T. Compton, who war 
James H. Ingersoll at that time, North Hall Building , 
Sixth avenue and Broadway, between 35th and Prd 
strects, $9,000; again, $9,000 and again, $5,000. The 
first, second and third stories of the building in a 
street, known as Palace Garden, May Ist, 1863, to May ag 


1878, Valentine G. Hall, Executor, $4,600. Chae et 
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Sauer, 291 and 293 Bowery and Ist street, June ist, 1870, 
to March 1st, 1873, $5,000. Compton I have given. L. In- 
gersoll and W. W. Watson, third and fourth floors of No. 
53 Chrystie street (unoccupied), November, 1868, to No- 
vember, 1878, $5,000. Frank W. Sterry, who is James 
Ingersoll, upper floor of No. 694 Broadway (84th In- 
fantry), $11,000 for first year, $13,000 for second and 
third years, and $15,000 for fourth and fifth years. Con- 
rad Bollar (that was Ingersoll), third and fourth floors of 
Nos. 216 to 226 West 23d street (unoccupied), May, 1871, 
to May, 1881, $36,000 ; building not yet finished ; Grand 
Jury recommend that the lease be annulled. Levi S. 
Stockwell, second floor of 699 Broadway, $6,000 per year 
(unoccupied); again, third and fourth floors of the same 
building, $5,000 per year (unoccupied). That is about all 
I know anything about, sir. I don’t mean that is all the 
leases, but that is ail I know anything about. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, in what did the illegality or frauds 
connected with these leases consist ? 

A. In paying so much for having the resolutions 
adopted. 

Q. Well, do you mean the lessors paid the Supervisors? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know, in any or all of these cases, what 
would have been a proper rental for these premises ? 

A. I don’t know in any of them, sir. 

Q. Were these negotiations for the leases made di- 
rectly Letween the lessors and the members of the Super- 
visors’ ring? 

A. In some cases they were; Mr. E. A. Woodward and 
James EL Ingersoll can give you ai! information upon 
these points. 

@. Well, as to these that you have testified concerning, 
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can you state which of the lessors mentioned hy you dealt 
directly with the Ring, or a member of the Ring? 

A. If you read the names I will give the information 
as far as possible. In the premises West Twenty-seventh 
street, 1 think Mr. Woodward attended to that; [I am 
pretty certain ho did, and I think in all the rest Mr. In- 
gersoll. I don’t know of anybody else attending to any 
matters of those except Mr. Ingersoll and Mr. Woodward. 
I may be wrong; but I don’t think I am. That they alt 
paid for the leases there is no doubt. That is positive in 
my mind; but who did the work I don’t know. 

Q. Well, now, as to the Stockwell lease which yon have 
mentioned: do you remember anything concerning that 
especially ¢ 

A. I don’t especially; no, sir. It is on the corner of 
Fourth street and Broadway. 

Q. You know there was money paid for that lease 2 

A. I know there was. 

Q. You don’t know to whom it was paid? 

A I think it was Mr. Woodward, although I don’t 
kuow. 


Q. Did you share the money for that particular lease ? 
Do you remember? 

A. I presume I did, sir. I shared it in every ease 
ee there was money paid, that 1 knew anything about 
at all. 

Q. You have no distinct recollection of its bei 
arato from the others? eh posse 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. Cowine-—I will ask yon a few questions. E¥oyw ; 
your inemory, Mr. Tweed, at this day, as to facts wish 
took place between 1859 and 1870? Good or bad 2? 

A. Pretty good, I think. 
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Q. Ie it any better than it was five years ago, to your 
memory and recollection ¢ 

A. It is not as zood. 

Q. Your testimony, then, five years ago, if it had been 
given then, would be more likely to have been correct 
than that to-day ; would it not ? 

A. You must judge that; not me. 

Q. What is your judgment, sir? 

A. I think not. I think what I testify to I know, and 
it is just as positive as if I told it ten years ago. 

Y. Were you examined as a witness in a matter before 
the Senate in 1872, in which Senator Wood came up for 
investigation ? 

A. 1 think I was; yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember whether you were or not! 

A. I am satisfied I was. 

Q. Was this question asked of you on that occasion: 
46 Do I understand yon to say that you don’t know of any 
‘influence being brought to bear on republican senators ?” 
Do you remember that question } 

A. I don’t remember it; no, sir. 

Q. Do you remember similar questions being asked ? 

A. I remember similar questions. Let me ask yon a 
question. Is that the report of the Committee of the 
Senate ? 

Q. It is an extract from the Senate Documents of 
1372. 

A. Well, I have read that report, and it is mainly true. 

Q. Did you make the following answer to the question? 
“‘Ouly through their advocacy of the passage of the 
“ Registry Law.” 

A. I presume [ did, if it was there. 

Q. Was that true, if you did say it? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. It was false ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You testified under oath ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was this question asked you: “ Do you know A. D.- 
“ Barber ?” and did you answer: “ Yes, sir”? 

A. I did know him; it must be true. 

Q. Was this question asked yon, regarding the charter 
of 1870: “Did he make any efforts to secure the passage 
“of that bill?” and did you answer as follows: “I don’t 
‘recollect that he did. He was my friend, and I presume 
“ assisted.” 

A. Who is that in reference to t 

Q. Mr. Barber. Do you remember that question and 
answer ? 

A. I don’t. I don’t remember of the questions or the 
answers, but I did read at the time that report of the 
committee, and it was mainly true. 

Q. If you made that answer to that question, was it a 
true answer ? 

A. No, it was not. 

Q. Was this question put to you: “ Was he ever em- 
“ployed by you or any one else, to your knowledge?” 
and did you answer: “ He was not”? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. If you did so answer, was it true ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was this question pnt to you: “Do you know, or 
“have you been told, that any money was used, or ei 
“ teinpted to be used, to secure the infinence of any mem- 
“ber of the Legislature for that measure”? (meanin the. 
charter.) Your answer purports to be, in the retorts be- 
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fore the Senate: “I don’t know, and haven’t been told, 
“except through newspaper reports, or in casual conversa 
“tions. That I have not treasured in my memory, and 
“ cannot answer.” 

A. If that is stated in the report, I did say so. 

Q. Was such answer true ? 

A. No, sir. Let me say right here, in regard to that 
examination that took place immediately after the diffi- 
culties first commenced. The understanding was that 
men’s families and themselves should be protected all 
through. They agreed to stand by that, and they all did. 
My testimony was given on that occasion, in accordance 
with the agreement made with these people. Most of it 
was false—done to save men and their familiee—and did 
save a great many men and their families. 

QY. You state that most of it was false? 

A. Yes, sir; and I stated my reason for giving it. 

Q. When were yon first apprised that you would be 
examined as a witness by the Board of Aldermen ? 

A. A short time after the passage of the resolution. 

Q. Have you any idea of whatever started this investi- 
gation? 

A. Not at all, in any manner, way, or shape. I was 
opposed to it then, and am now, and I have not answered 
a single question because I wanted to. 

Q. Have yon been advised that your testimony given 
here is substantially, owing to the circumstaaces that sur- 
round you, voluntary ? 

A. I have not been apprised of it, nor was it voluntary. 

Q. Was there a committee which came here from the 
State Senate, in the spring of this year, for the purpose of 
asking you questions, or investigating, with reference to 
Senator Woodin ? 
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A. Yous, sir. ' 

Q. Did you refuse to appear as a witness ? 

A. I did. 

Q. And refused to answer any questions ? 

A. I declined to be examined as a witness. 

Q. Were you advised that there was nothing to compel 
you to answer? 

A. Yes, sir; I was informed by my counsel, John D. 
Townsend, that the Attorney General said I need not 
answer any questions in the matter. 


Q. How did you understand that this committee stood 
differently from that committee, with reference to the 
power of compelling you to answer ? 

A. I was given to understand that this Committee had 


power to appeal to the Supreme Court Judge, and put me 
in close confinement. 


Q. Being already in confinement, what other or more 
severe punishment did you suppose this Committee could 
inflict upon you? 

A. I was told they could keep me in closer confinement, - 
and keep my friends away from me. 

Q. What testimony did you write previous to the time 
this Committee came here? Did you write, or cause ty 
be written, a paper called a confession ? 

A. No, sir; I made a statement. 

Q. Is the testimony you have given here substantial! 
the same as that in the statement ? J 

A. I propose to hand the statement to the Commi 

t 
when they get through with me, that you may rbd 
with my testimony now. 

Q. When did you come to the conclusion 
would come here voluntarily and give testimony Ee Key 
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A. After the first meeting of this Committee. Not 
voluntarily ; I have never testified voluntarily. 

Q. You think yon have testified so far under com- 
pulsion ? 

A. 1 do, sir. 


Mr. Corx (To Mr. Cow1na}—Do you think you have no 
right to have him here ? 


Mr. Cowrna—Of course, I think we have a right to 
have him here ; but it is a question whether we can compel 
him to testify. Certainly, I think, we have a right to 
compel him to come here. 


Wirnzss—Doesn’t one right follow the other? Doesn’t 
the right to bring me here imply the right to make me 
testify ? 


Mr. Cowinc—Oh, no, Mr. Tweed. I hardly think so. 
Yon know you may lead a horse to the water, but you may 
not be able to make him drink. 


Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, at the time the Committee caine 
here from the Senate, to ask you, with reference to 
Senator Woodin, had you any different feeling towards: 
Senator Woodin from what you had then ? 

A. Thad none but kind feelings towards him then, and 
IT have no others now; and I am very sorry that I had to 
mention his name at all. He was always very friendly 
and affectionate to me, and I have always felt so to him, 
as I have towards many gentlemen whose names I have 
mentioned. 

Q. I understand you to say that you have never per- 
sonally paid any money to Senator Woodin ? 

A. Not personally. 
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Q. Have you ever been present when any money was 
paid to him? 

A. [have stated I was not. 

Q. And all the knowledge you have is from inference 
drawn from statements of his? 

A. From what I have heard in conversation with him, 
and with Mr. Winslow, and with other parties. 

Q. Is your conversation that the money was paid based 
almost exclusively upon your knowledge ? 

A. And what Mr. Woodin said to me—that it was al) 
right—when I asked him about it. 

Q. Did you ask other Senators ? 

A. I think I did; it was my custom. 

Q. Was it your custom to visit them afterwards and 
ask them if they were satisfied ? 

A, Not to visitthem ; when I met them casually. I 
made very few calls on Senators. 

Q. Have you refreshed your memory since the last 
meeting as to whether there are any officers in the city 
government who were associated with yon between 1859 
and 1870, during the time when you were in power and 
managing affairs ? 

A. I haven’t thought of it since the last meeting; I 
haven’t been furnished with names and dates I was to 
have and I couldn’t tell anything about it without them. 

Q. During the time you were in power, or a portion of 
the time, was there a club known as the Americus Club? 

A. Yes, sir; and long before my time ? 

Q. When was it organized ? 

A. Eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, I think ; -I don’t 
know. 

Q. For what purposes was it organized ? 

A. Social purposes. 
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Q. Did it have to do with political matters? 

A. Nothing at all. We had politicians of all sides 
there; never heard politics talked there that I know of. 

Q. Were any members of the Americus Club intimately 
associated with you in running the city government at 
that time ? 

A. There were. 

Q. Any that you have not given the names of at this 
time? 

A. None but what I have given the names of. 

Q. Can you now recollect so as to give the names of 
any you have not given ? 

A. I cannot; give me the list and I will see what others 
there are. 

Q. How was that club supported ? 

A. By subscriptions—by dues. 

Q. Do you know or can you state at this time any con- 
siderable number of members of that club that held sine- 
cures under the city government. 

A. I think not. 

Q. Can yon positively state that none of them did? 

A. I cannot, but I think not; show me the names and I 
will pick out those that had, and what positions they 
‘held. 

Mr. Corze—Now, Mr. Tweed, I understand you to say 
that the testimony you gave before the Senate Committee, 
upon the Wood investigation, was false ? 

A. Yes, sir, most of it. 

Q. And I understand you to say that the testimony you 
have given before this committee, as to bribing those sen- 
ators is trae? 

A. I do. 

Q. Do you still say so? 
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A. Ido. In that examination I tried to save persons: 
In this I ain not trying to save or injure them. 

Q. That examination was made before the frauds of 
the Ring were discovered, wasn’t it? 

A. Yes, sir—fully discovered. At the time I supposed 
they would never be proven. 

Q. And that is the case with regard to all the senators 
both democrat and republican, whose vote you have testi- 
fied to, within the house, you bought ? 

A. Yes, sir. } ; 

Q. And when yon testified at the time, that you bought 
neither republican or democratic senators, that wasn’t 
true? 

A. No, sir, I was trying to save those people. 

Q. And the list you have given before this committee 
is true ? 

A. Yes, air. 


Mr. Twrep—Gentlemen of the Committee, I desire to 
say one word : the vuluntary part of my testimony, if there 
is any voluntary part, is, that I am willing to save the city 
some of the sums that have been taken from it, and get 
back some of the suis. 


Mr. Core—I would certainly desire to know whether the 
minority of the committee is of opinion that the commit- 
tee has no right to have this witness here to testify. If 
this is a voluntary investigation, brought about by the 


witness, I shall dissolve my connection with this com- 
mittee. 


Mr. Cowma—If you ask that question from me, I would 
like to state that I asked those questions for the Purpose of 
tinding out whether Mr. Tweed be here to give his testi. 
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mony in a voluntary manner; inasmuch as he had refused 
on a similar occasion, when requested by a body which had 
as much power as this committee. He could with equal 
force have refused to testify here, I think. 


Wrrness—I stated that 1 refused to answer them under 
instractions from the Attorney-General, and under his in- 
structions I did not answer. I was perfectly willing, as I 
am now; more than now, because I thought then it would 
do me some good. But the Counsel for the State said I 

sshouldn’t answer questions. I saw afterwards that he 
didn’t want me to answer questions. That was my reason 
for not answering before. 


Mr. Townszenp—-When Mr. Tweed was called upon to 
testify before that Senate Committee, I received a tele- 
gram from one of the State Senators, asking whether he 
would object to testifying. I sent word he would object ; 
and the testimony there given was under the anderstand- 
ing that Mr. Tweed objected to it, and didn’t do it volun- 
tarily. I understand he is subpoenaed by the Supreme 
Court of the State of New York, and is brought here by 
writ of habeas corpus, and he has no choice. Iam of 
opinion that the committee has power to restrain him, not 
as he is restrained, but closely; and I do not think Mr. 
Tweed is, at this time, with his infirmities of body, able to 
undergo such penalty, 


Mr. Core—Mr. Tweed, were you subpoenaed to appear 
and testify before the Senate Committee? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They went to you in juil, didn’t they? 

A. They did, sir. 

Mr. Cowmra—My object in asking the questions, Mr. 
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Tivced, was to find out how you were here, and whether 
you were here of your own volition, and whether you 
were here voluntarily or not. 


Wirness—I should suppose it was a very queer question 
for a member of the committee to ask me. I thought it 
was by the action of the committee. I have no desire to 
answer any questions, and if the committee will agree 
with Alderman Cowing, that I sha!l not be brought here 
again, I shall say “ Amen ” with all my soul. 


Mr. Cowrna—I didn’t understand until to-day why Mr. 
Tweed didn’t tell all he knew before, to a committee who 
had similar power to this committee. 


Mr. Corr—Now, Mr. Tweed, I want you to understand, 
before we adjourn, that I shall give you, this afterncon o1 
to-morrow morning, a complete list of the Tammany Hall 
organization, and I want you to refresh your memory as 
to every man on it. 


Wrrress—I shall do so, uniess 1 receive other counsel. 
If I find the suggestions of Mr. Cowing are right, I shal] 
refuse to answer. 


Mr. Cotr—Then I shall appeal to the Supreme Court 
to put you in contempt of court. 


Wrrness—Then I shall be placed in a proper position. 
I think it is hardly right for you to place me in a position 
where I appear asa willing witness when I am nut a wil]- 
ing witiess by any means. 


Mr. Cowine—The only question suggesting itself to m y 
mind was whether, having brought him here, we ):ad any 
means to compel him to testify. The sheriff weld Ibe 
likely to have something to say, he being under six 1i]}- 
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lions of bail, whether he could be placed in close cunfine- 
ment and taken out of his hands. 


Mr. Cotze—Is there any qnestion in the minds of the 
committee, that this witness, whom they have brought 
here, need not testify unless he ie willing to do so? 

Mr. Cowine—No, sir. 

Mr. Core—Then why is this brought up. Unless the 
witness refuses to testify, why should the right of com- 
pelling him be discussed? 

Witnese—I was told that if I didn’t testify, I could be 
placed in close confinement, and therefore I felt it was 
best to answer. I am prepared to refuse to answer at 
any time. 

Mr. Corz—The anomaly seems to me to be, that a 
suggestion should seein to come from one of the commit- 
tee who caused this witness to be subpoenaed, that he 
needn’t answer questions, unless lie chooses to do so. He 
is here under a subpena of the Supreme Court, which 
provides that if he doesn’t answer, he will have to bear 
the pains and penalties of the law. Now, if he refuses 
to answer, there would come a time when we should con- 
sider what to do with him next. But he has not refused; 
and certainly Alderinan Cowing, lcss than any one, ehould 
not throw any obstacle in the way. I assume that Alder- 
man Cowing didn’t intend to intimate that perhaps the 
witness onght not to answer; that some of the committee 
don't want him to speak; I am quite sure he is entirely 
in accord with the rest of the committcein desiring that 
this thing should be a full and fair investigation. But 
I apprehend that these remarks may be misconstrued by 
the witness. 


Meeting adjourned till Friday, September 28, at 10 a.m. . 
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NINTH DAY. 


ee 


Szprmempce 28—10 o’clock a. 


Present—Alderman Lewrs. 
“ SLEVIN. 
- CowI1na. 


Alderman Lewrs in the chair. 
Mr. Lewis—The meeting will please come to order. 


(It is moved and seconded that the reading of the min- 
ntes of the proceedings be dispensed with. Motion 
carried.) 


Alderman Cownie read es follows: 


“ The object of cross-examination, says Mr. Bouvier, and 
also Mr. Greenleaf (two highly respectable authorities in 
the law upon the subject of evidence), “2s to stft evr 
dence and try the credibility of a witness,” and both of 
these authorities say “‘2t 1¢ one of the principal tests 
which the law has devised for the ascertainment of truth, 
and also one of the most efficacious.” 

At the last meeting of this Committee I applied this 
test of cross-examination to the witness before us only and 
solely with the view of ascertaining the truth. I notice 
that two of our city editors differ with these two highly 
respectable authorities on evidence, and state its object to 
be “to suppress the trath and the facts,” and, must un- 
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fairly and unjustly, measure my motives by their defini- 
tion. I may be supposed to know my motives better than 
the two city editors, and I most emphatically declare that 
no euch motives as they attribute to me ever entered my 
head; but I do on the contrary desire that the truth and 
the whole truth, in reference to the subject matter before 
_this Committee, may be brought ont, let it hit where it 
may and whom it may. 
In the laconic words of the late President of the United 
States, I, for one member of this Committees, state, “ Let 
no guilty man escape.” 


The Chairman remarked that information having been 
received of the indisposition of Mr. Cole, the Assistant 
Corporation Counsel, it would be necessary that the Com- 
mittee adjourn until another day. 


Alderman Cowme moved that when the Committee 
adjourns, it do so to meet to-morrow, the 29th inst., at 10 
o’clock a. M. 


Which was adopted. 

Alderman Srevm moved that tho Committeo do now 
adjourn. 

Which was adopted. 


Whereupon the Chairman announced that the Commit. 
tee stood adjourned uutil to-morrow, Saturday, the 29th 
inet., at 10 o'clock a. Mm 

13 


178 


TENTIL DAY. 


(Sea re 


Satorvay, September 20, 1877— 10:80 a. wz 


Present—Alderman Lewr. 
Sievoy. 
OS Cow1ne. 


Alderman Lewis in the Chair. 
Mr. Lzwts—The meeting will pleaso como to order. 


(It is moved and seconded that the reading of the min- 
utes of the previous meeting be dispensed with. Adopted.) 


Mr. Corx—Mr. Chairman, I owe a pereonal apology to 
the Committee; I was quite unwell day before yesterday. 
I thought that the Committee understood that I was not 
to be on hand, or I should not have kept the Committee 
waiting, but would have had some one here for me to 
make my excuses. 


Mr. Twrep—Will the Committee allow me to inquire 
from the counsel if I furnished him with the qucstiong 
Mr. Barnes furnished me some time ago? 


Mr. Corze—Yes, air; you have. 


Mr. Tweep—Mr. Barnes desired I should do so. Y 


couldn’t find the papers, and therefore I thought I had 
handed them to you. 
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Mr. Core—Weli now, Mr. Tweed what are the facts 
concerning tle method by which the tax-levy of 1870 
was passed? Youn have corrected your testimony ; what 
are the facts? 

A. It was paid for. The facts are just as I stated at the 
last meeting—that money was paid for the passage of the 
tax-levy. I stated in the fore part of the question that I 
was unable to state to whum I paidthe money. I stated 
in the after part of the question I presumed I paid them 
for the tax-levy. 

Q. You stated, or you are reported to have stated, in 
auswer to a question as to what members of the Senate 
you paid moncy to, to induce them to vote for the tax- 
levy, that you paid Senators Graham, Winslow, Brand, 
Harpending, Minier, Bowen, and Wood. Did you or did 
you not? 

A. I paid money to each of those gentlemen for some 
purpose; I think for the tax-levy. We found out after 
that, if their votes were required. Men sometimes were 
paid for supporting a bill in Committee of the Whole 
when they voted against it, but I don’t know whether it 
was so in that matter. We paid fora great many bills 
abont that time and I think for the tax-lovy. 

Q. Are yon clear on that point ? 

A. Yes, sir; either to vote for bills or support them in 
committee. 

Q. Bills concerning the City of New York? 

A. Yes, sir ; for their votes or support, or their promise 
to vote if it was needed. 

Q. Do you know anything about—— 

Mr. Twexp—Allow me to say right here, sometimes we 
paid those men in Committee of the Whole. We paid 
gome men, who wouldn’t vote for us, when they wouldn’t 
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go against us on the record. No record was kept of any 
bill in the Committee of the Whole. 

Q. So that the recorded vote of a member of the 
Legislature docen’t always indicate whether or not 

A. It shows the final vote, but doesn’t show the manip- 
ulations to get that fina! vote. 

'Q. There is a suit pending against the city, brought by 
one Navarro, or rather by the assignee of Navarro, to 
recover for a large number of water meters. Do you 
know anything abont that suit ? 

A. Ido. 

Q. While you were a member of the Senate of 1870, 
was your attention particularly called to a claim in the 
tax-levy of that year, authorizing the Commissioner of 
Public Works to place meters in all buildings in the city 
of New York? 

‘A. It was done after a consultation with me. 

Q. Were you consulted with regard to that clause 
before it was inserted in the tax-levy ? 

A. I was. 


Q. Do you know Jose F. Navarro personally? 

A. I was introduced to him during the winter of 1870 
in Albany. 

Q. About this time—about the time of the passage of 
the tax-levy ? 

A. A little before that, I think. I saw him about the 
passage of the tax levy. He was there quite a number of 
times during the winter. 

Q. While you were a member of the Legislature durin 
the winter of 1870, and before the passage of the act os 
March 29th of that year, relating to the distribution of 
Croton water, was your attention directed to a clause in 
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that act authorizing the Comptroller to pay for water- 
aneters ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you, before the passage of those acts, repeatedly 
converse with Mr. Navarro upon the subject of the clause 
in the tax-levy referred to ? 

A. I did. 

Q. Did you, in 1871, as Commissioner of Public Works, 
sign a contract with Mr. Navarro, by which he was to sup- 
ply ten thousand water-meters at seventy dollars apiece t 

A. Isigned a contract; I don’t remeinber the price. 

Q. For a certain number of water-meters ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

4). Do yon remember what the price was ? 

A. I have no recollection about it. 

Q. Had any official of the City of New York any interest 
in that Navarro contract at the time it was made? 

A. They had. 

Q. Well, now, who had an interest in it ? 

A. Well, Ihave been directed by my counsel not to 
answer that question, for the simple fact that I have been 
subpoenaed as a witness in the Navarro suit. He thinks it 
would be unwise for me to tell now what J know, and I 
think the counsel for the city also desires me to tell that 
in the suit before I tell anything further here. 

Mr. Townszenp—Mr. Cole, I have had a consultation with 
the gentlemen who appear on behalf of the prosecution in 
that case, and it is desired that Mr. Tweed should not 
give any information that would injure the prosecution in 
the case. He is called upon asa witness in the action 
itself, and can speak for hireelf, that it would be unwise 
for him to give the details except where he is called upon 
to give testimony in the case itself. 
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Mr. Banas (Counsel for the city in Navarro suit)—Mr- 
Chairman, I understand that the witness has gone so far 
as to state that the water-meter contract was one in which 
city officers, whom he has not yet named, had an interest, 
and that it was a corrupt contract ; and that it is proposed 
to push the inquiry beyond that, so as to get at the name 
of such officers whom the witness refersto. The fact is 
as stated by the witness. There is a suit pending npon 
that water-meter contract against the city, in favor of Mr. 
Baird, to recover a sum now amounting to about one mil- 
lion of dollars. Mr. Whitney, the Corporation Counsel, 
has done me the honor to associate me with himself in the 
defense of that suit. I, as one of the city’s advisers, the city 
being the common principal of myself and the Honorable 
Committee, I feel bound to say that 1 do not think that 
the inquiry should be pressed further, when the witness 
has said that city officers had an interest in the contract, 
and that it was a corrupt contract, I think that it may be 
regarded as unfair to the plaintiff in that snit. He may 
consider it, perhaps rightfully, as an attempt, in effect, if 
not in purpose, to prejudice his case before the referee 
who is engaged, in trying it or before, any other court 
before which it cotres hereafter; and regarding the 
pecuniary interests of the city, which I certainly am 
bound to regard, and to which, I take it for granted, the 
Committee will not be indifferent, I think those intereatg 
would be best subserved if the natural order was fullowe@ 
until that point is reached, and, therefore, I advise (and [ 
think I may take the liberty of using that word, I bein 
of the same side with the Committee and its eamniinee 
conneel), I think I may advise that the Committee and 
Mr. Core desist from farther pushing this inquiry. 


Mr. Leww—I understand the counscl to say that the 
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interests of the city would be endangered by pressing this 
investigation here. The Committee have no desire to 
jeopardize those interests in any instance. It is their 
part rather to protect them. 


Mr. Core—Then I shall, under the instructions of the 
Committee, not push the investigation of the Navarro suit 
any further at this time. Mr. ‘Tweed, do you know Wil- 
liam Nelson, Jr. ? 

A. I do not, sir. 

Q. Do you know whom Te mean by William Nelson 
Jr.? 

A. I do, sir. 

Q. Do you know the contract made with William Nel- 
son, Jr., by the Commissioner of Public Works, about 
April, 1871, for sewer-pipes ? 

A. Ido, sir. I know there was a contract made with 
him in 1871; the date I am not positive about. 

Q. He has sued upon a contract, which he alleges was 
made on the 29th day of April, 1871. 

A. Lhave no donbt that the record will show in the 
Department of Public Works. 

Q. And the amount for which he sues is $54,550.60, 
with interest from the twelfth day of December, 1872; 
now, do you know anything about that contract ? 

A. I do. 

Q. Was there any corrupt arrangement between Nelson, 
the plaintiff in this action, and any city Officials, concerning 
that contract ? 

A. There was. 

Q. What city officials were concerned in that ? 

A. I stand in the same position in regard to that case 
as I do in the Navarro claim. 
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Mr. Corr—I think the Corporation Counsel has no 
objection to that investigation being pressed. 


Mr. Townsenp—I don’t think that case stands the same 
as the other cases. Mr. Tweed is now on the stand before 
the referee in that case. These other cases stand in a 
different light. 


Wirness—Well, it was made with me—the corrupt 
understanding. I was then Commissioner of Public 
Works. 


Q. What was the arrangement? 

A. That every bill that the contract should call for— 
that the specification should call for large amounts of cer- 
tain pipe that would not be required, and smallamounts of 
pipe that would be required, allowing a bid for a large 
price for what they would use and a small price for what 
they would not use. 

Q. And the agreement was that the large profits to be 
derived from this unbalanced bid should be divided 
between Nelson and yourself? 

A. Ten per cent. of it was to come to me, of the 
amount of the bill. 

Q. Was this ten per cent. to come to yon as a compen- 
sation to you for giving Nelson the contract by this im- 
proper agreement ? 

A. They arranged it so that he could obtain the con- 
tract and the work to be furnished for it. 

Q. You told him how it could be arranged that he 
should obtain the contract by this improper agreement ? 

A. Thus, for instance, we had thirty-six, forty-eight ang 
fifty-two inch pipe required, which we were going to 
a small quantity of each, and that is a high-priced Pipe 
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naturally. We then wanted eight, ten, twelve, and four- 
teen inch pipe, of which we would use large quantities. 
The contract was awarded upon the whole amount of 
pipe mentioued in the specification. Well, we would call 
for a very large amount of high-priced pipe we did not 
want and for a very small amount of tho’ low-priced pipe 
which we did want, or for a very large amount of the pipe 
we did not want or the other way, as the case nivht be. The 
contract also had a clause allowing us to call for more or 
less of the pipe as we desired. 

Q. More or less than the specification called for? 

A. Yes, sir; when the bid came in the high-priced pipe, 
say a thousand feet of high-priced pipe called for, and 
twenty dollars was paid for it, say, and the smal] amount 
of low-priced pipe called for, which say would be one dol- 
lar, one dollar ten, or a dollar twenty. The aggregate of 
what that amounted to was taken as the bid, and of course 
the man knowing that point, mnch of the high-priced pipe 
being called for, had the opportunity of making his aggre- 
gate amount to much less than any other. No outsider 
could compete at all. 

Q. And was there between yourself and Nelson an 
arrangement of this nature ? 

A. He was informed that the specifications were not 
to be followed when the pipe was actually called for to be 
delivered, and there was a clause in the contract which 
allowed the Department of Public Works to call for 
what they pleased. 

Q. Not to be guided by the specifications ? 

A. No, sir. My negotiations were not directly with 
Mr. Nelson. 

Q. Not in person? 

A. No, sir. Through my deputy, Mr. King. 
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Q. Did Mr. King represent to you that he had seen Mr. 
Nelson in person ? 

A. He did, sir. 

Q. And that Nelson had agreed to this arrangement ? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. And after that, were the amounts called for under 
those specifications changed in accordance with the agree- 
ment which King told you he had had with Nelson? 

A. Yes, sir; the contracts were made on small amounts 
of pipe, on prices to suit the amounts this contract was 
made on. The Attorney General has Mr. King in his 
hands, I see, conducting the prosecution. I see the nolle 
prosequz in all his suits have brought him back. Probably 
he will be here to testify to it himself in a few days. 

Q. Now, before this contract,do you know whether 
Nelson had any other contracts for articles of this kind? 

A. Prior to that time the contracts were all made in 

sthe Croton Water Department, which, by the Charter of 
1870, was all vested in the Street Departinent. 

Q. Do you know whether he had ever had a contract 
before ? 

A. He had a contract, but I don’t know what it was. 
I think he had those from the Croton Water Department. 

Q. Was this arrangement which King told yon he had 
had with Nelson, and which was subsequently carried 
out, made before or ufter the proposals were advertised 
for ? 

A. Made before the specifications were prepared. The 
specifications were prepared, and then the advertisements 
were made. 

@. And the specifications were prepared in accordance 
with that understanding, and for the purpose of carrying 
out that understanding? 
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A. Yes, sir. 1 think the books will corroborate what I 
tell here. I know Mr. King would. 

Q. Who actually made up those specifications? 

A. They were generally made up by Mr. Tracy, or in 
Mr. Tracy’s department—the enginecr’s department. 

Y. Of the Department of Public Works? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At that time, who was the Chief Engineer in charge ? 

A. Mr. Tracy. I think Mr. Stevenson Towle was his 
assistant, and did the work. 

Q. That being the duty of the engineer, was it done 
by the engineers of their motion, or did you direct them ? 

A, I directed them. They prepared their specifica- 
tions and I directed them to be prepared. 

Q. You directed the engineers to change the specificr- 
tions, so as to meet the requirements of this understand- 
ing between you, King and Nelson? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To whom did yon givo those directions to alter the 
specifications ? 

A. Mr. Tracy, and, I think Mr. Towle, but I know 
Mr. Tracy. He was the chief. 

Q. And tho alterations were made in accordance with 
your directions ? 

A. Whatever I ordered in the department was done. 

Q. Did you tell eithor of these engineers your purpose 
in making these alterations ? 

A. I think nof, sir. 

Q. Did anybody in the department oppose your influ- 
ence or direction ? 

A. They might have done so, but I don’t recollect it. 

,» My will was law, and if I ordered a thing done, it was 
generally carried out. 
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Q. Do you recollect any opposition on the part of the 
officers in your department ? 

A. I do not, but if they made any opposition, they 

*would not have been there next day. There would have 
been some one who would have done it. 

Q. Now, after that contract was awarded to Nelson, 
under tho specifications which were subsequently altered, 
how long was it before the alterations were actually 
made ? 

A. I think the very first—they were not all called for 
at the time. There were two ways of his delivering this 
pipe. One was delivering it by requisition at the Corpo- 
ration yard, foot of Twenty-third or Twenty-fourth street. 
Another way was, the contractor was obliged by the con- 
tract to build the sewer with a certain kind of pipe. We 
got an order from him for that. Everything that was 
wanted he would come to us—to the Department of Pub- 
lic Works—and get a permit from them to go to Mr. Nel- 
son. Mr. Nelson delivered that pipe upon the order from 
the Department of Public Works. At the expiration of a 
month or whenever necessary—whenever Mr. Neleon de- 
sired it—he presented his bill for that pipe, with the re- 
ceipt of the contractor to whom he delivered it, and the 
order from the Department. That bill whenever it wag 
presented was looked upon the same as a bill for articles 
furnished to the city. We would then take the amount 
called for in his bill, which had been furnished to the 
contractor, we reserving in all our contracts for sewer 
building either thirty or thirty-five per cent—thirty, I 
think—and that bill we would allow as expenditures paid 
the contractor, and we finally would take off the amonnt 
of that pipe. That was one way. Another way was to 
deliver in specified qnantities to the order of the contractor 
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to be supplied at the yard, and the pipe furnished from 
there wonld be charged to you the same as that furnished 
by Mr. Nelson. 

QY. Now, do I understand you to mean that the changes 
in the specifications, so as to suit this arrangement, were 
made as the different bills came in ? 

A. No, sir; it was done as a general thing. We knew, 
when the specifications came in, that the large-priced pipe 
would never be required. 

Q. That was understood between you three ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And were these changes made immediately upon 
the contract being awarded, or was it an afterthought of 
somebody altering the style of the sewer, which made it 
necessary ? 

A. I have stated it was made before the specifications 
were ever prepared, and for the express purpose of carry- 
ing out this agrcement. 

Q. Now, your share of the profit to be derived from 
this arrangement between yourself and Nelson was to be 
paid you, [ understand, in the shape of a percentage ? 

A. Not a share; I was to have a percentage of the 
gross amount of the bill. 

Q. Ten per cent. upon the amount of the bills? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was to share that ten per cent. with you ? 

A. Nobody. 

Q. This was an arrangement of your own f 

A. Yes, sir; 1 think Mr. King was to be paid some- 
thing, although I have no distinct recollection of that. I 
understood that Mr. Connolly was paid, but that was not 
done through me. 
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Q. How did you know, when these bills were presented, 
whether the articles had been delivered or not 1 

A. There was a certificate that had to be received, 
given to the head of the Bureau, through either Mr. 
Tracy or Mr. Towle—Towle, I think, for those articles 
used by the contractor. That was done by the man who 
had charge of the corporation yard. 

Q. Do you mean to say that you depended entirely 
upon a certificate by somebody in the engineer’s depart- 
ment ? 

A. Entirely, sir. 

Q. Do you know, in point of fact, whether all articles 
certified by the engineer’s department were delivered or 
not ? 

A. No other way except the certificate from tho engi- 
neer’s department. 

Q. And which appears upon the foot of the bills ¢ 

A. Foot of the bills. 

Q. Then do I understand that as far as you were con- 
cerned, or as far as you knew, there was no corrupt ar- 
rangement as to the certification of the amounts actually 
received ? x 

A. I know of nothing beyond my own matter, sir. 

Q. Were you to get ten per cent., not only onthe material 
which was delivered directly to the department, at the 
department yard, but also upon material which, upon 
requisition, was delivered to the contractor? 

A. That was the same thing—all paid out of the same 
fund, and in the same way. 

Q. And it came out of all bills? 

A, Out of all bills. 


Q. Now, you connect Nelson with this agreement 
through King? 
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A. Ido. 

Q. King made the proposal to you? Te said he had 
seen Nelson, did het 

A. Said he had spoken to Nelson. 

Q. Did he subsequently tell you he had seen Nelson, and 
it was all satisfactory with Nelson ? 

A. That was the understanding. 

Q. And the figures, you think, will carry ont what you 
have described ? 

A. Ae far as I have seen the figures, they will. 

Mr. Cotz—-We have no doubt that they will. Do you 
know whether any of the city departments, during your 
term of office, had any dealings with Jones & Company, 
who are stationers ? 

A. All of them, I think. 

Q. And the firm was composed of whom? 

A. Used to be Edward Jones—Edinund or Edward, I 
don’t know which it was—and William C. Rogers. I know 
they often used the name Edmund Jones, although, I 
think, his name was Edward. There is another gentleman 
whose name I do not know, but I can connect him with 
the Johnson Rotary Lock Company. Understand, I don’t 
know of any other than thuse two gentlemen, but I think 
the other two were in it. 

Q. They allege, in their numerous complaints, that the 
firm was composed of Edward Jones, William C. Rogers, 
and J. Jarvis Jones. Don’t you know of another name 
there? 

A. No, sir. Recollect I only tell this from my memory 
of what happened seven years ago. 

Q. There are four suits brought by Edward E. Jones & 
Company against the city for stationery furnished to, and 
printing done for, the several departments, amounting in 
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the whole to $801,800.85, with interest from different 
dates, ranging from 1868 to 1870. I shall take them up 
geriatim, and examine you with regard to each. The first 
is a suit bronght by Edward Jones & Company against the 
Mayor, etc., for printing, and stationery furnished to the 
Common Council in the year 1868, and it amounts to the 
enormous sum of $268,490.03. Now, was there any cor- 
rapt agreement between Edward Jones & Company and 
any city official for them to get anything by it! 

A. Well, he was to pay a percentage on all the work he 


got. 

Q. Well, what percentage ? 

A. Fifteen, I think. 

Q. Who got that fifteen per cent. ? 

A. It was received sometimes by me, and sometimes by 
others. 

Q. You were not only to get it, but did get it ? 

A. We did get it. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, do you think that two hundred 
and sixty-eight thousand four hundred and ninety dollars’ 
worth of stationery could be used by the Common Council 
in a year. 

A. That is a good deal of money. 

Q. Do you know, in point of fact, whether, in that first 
bill in 1868, there was any fraud in any way? 

A. I can’t give you any definite date or any definite 
information on that subject, because that was a matter ¥ 
could not hold in my mind. I have never seen the bil} 
and don’t know the items, and if I did, I don’t think 1 
would be able to tell you about them. 

Q. Well, generally ? 

A. My idea is that no bill of Jones’ was ev siete 
mate bill eesieettie 
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Q. You know that as to all bills of Jones’ there was this 
fifteen per cent. to be paid ? 

A. I know there was a per cent. to be paid. 

Q. Do you know of any other matter, in their dealings 
with the city officials, that makes you think their bills were 
not just what they onght to be? 

A. During the years 1868 and 1869—I think both years 
—Mr. Jones had a large batch of bills Connolly would not 
pay. After that Jones was up in Albany, and wanted us 
to get them inserted in the tax-levy, but it was so much 
money we didn’t dare to put themin. He wanted tc 
know if I couldn’t get them in, and he thought we could 
get them in. We agreed to do it in committee—to divide 
them, and each put in what he could, but we wanted ac 
much money he wouldn’t pay it I was blamed for not 
having them in. They thought I could if I wanted to, and 
on that was the original foundation of the Young 

Democracy. Mr. Jones was the original financier of the 
Young Democracy. 

@. With regard to the bills about which yon are 
speaking, wero they bona fide bills? 

A. I think not, sir. 

Q. Do you think that the charges made for stationery 
and printing—— 

A. I knew nothing abont that ; that is, the bills them- 
selves, I know of, but I don’t know anything of this par- 
ticular bill, but I know when any one from any of the 
city departments called on Jones & Company with a 
requisition for stationery for any of the different city or 
county departments they would make them presents for 
such requisition—blankets, saddles, jewelry, crockery, har- 
ness, and tronks, and everything they wished in that line. 
There used to be a store three or four doors below Mr. 
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Jones’. Tt was a fancy goods store—crockery and fancy 
goods—I can’t think of the very firm. Jones used to take 
persons who called with requisitions for stationery or sup- 
plies into this place and make these presents to them, and 
that was all charged in the bills for stationery, I snppose. 
I recollect one case particularly. There was a brother of 
a former Police Commissioner of the Ninth Ward. He 
was Police Commissioner for a short time, I forget his 
name. Let me see—what was it? Oh! Cholwell his 
name was, George Ring Cholwell, in Maiden Lane, next 
door to Nassan street, on the sunth side. I only mention 
the Police Commissioner to bring me back to the name. 
and I know Jones would often take me—or Rogers or any 
of them—and buy anything in the way of fancy goods I 
wanted—Rnussian leather. I don’t know that Mr. 
Chol well knew anything abont it. Robes for carriages, and 
sleighs and everything—fancy writing desks. We would 
get there anything we wanted in the way of fancy goods. 
I can’t name anything man wonld require that he wouldn’t 
furnish if they asked him for it. 
Q. And these were never paid for? 
A. Not as far as I know. 
Q. And they were inserted in his bills for stationery ? 
A. That was the understanding ; they were to be. Finc. 
pictures, and—Oh, I can’t name them. Almost every. 
thing. , 
Q. Well, do you recollect anybody except yoursel! 
who obtained articles from Jones and Company to lhe 
paid for by the city as stationery ? 
A. Oh, I don’t know that it was to be paid for ae 
stationery. I suppose it was paid for in that way. 


Q. Who else do yon remember as having receivaa 
goods in that way? 
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A. Mr. Connolly received a good many little favors of 
that kind, and I guess pretty much everybody who went 
there with a requisition. He would present them with 
something of that kind ; either a nice gold pen or a nice 
knife worth five or six dollars, or something of that kind. 
¥or instance, any department in the city, say your depart- 
ment, required stationery; a requisition would be made. 
Some young man from your department would go over 
to them and deliver the requisition. Jones would say, 
“ Well, this is a very nice requisition,” and then he would 
try if possible to have a larger requisition made out; and 
whether or not, he would invite this young man to go in 
and show him a lot of fancy goods and make him pres- 
ents of them and enlarge the requisition that way, or else 
not furnish the full amounts of the requisitions. I think 
Mr. Rogers and Jones were about the departments all the 
time, and called upon everybody. I think Mr. Sweeney 
received fancy articles from them in that way. 

Q. Will you please think this matter over, and state the 
names of everybody that you can, that you know of hav- 
ing received these so-called presents ¢ 

A. I know 80 many that I really can’t think of them. 
I won’t state anything upon that subject because the 
names of men I have mentioned may be connected with 
the matter so that I couldn’t connect them with any one 
thing. 

Q. Do you know any person except yourself whom you 
know to have received presents from these persons ? 

A. I know Mr. Connolly did, and I know Mr. Sweeney 
had presents from them. I know pretty nearly all the 
heads of the bureaus in my department had presents from 
them. I know Mr. King did. 

Q. Well, now, name the members of the bureaux that 
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you know did ; not those that you may have a vague idea 
did so, but that yon know did so? ‘ 

A. I don’t know that I can come nearer to the mark 
than to say everybody. I may say that everybody who 
furnished requisitions to Jones & Company for stationery 
and supplies received ench presents. Received furniture, 
bridles, saddles, and everything. I think I would be right 
in saying everybody. 

Mr. Cowtnae—Everybody connected with the city gov- 
ernment at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Corze—Have you any idea how Jones & Com- 
pany cariied those expenditures of the presents into their 
bills for printing ? 

A. By putting in large amounts where they furnished 
but small. 

Q. I turn at random in one of these complaints to 
this item: “1869, November 19th; fifteen reamsa of 
official note-paper—$210 ;” that is how much? 

A. Fourteen dollars a ream. 

Q. Is it your idea that in making such an enormous and 
palpably erroneous charge, that they did it in that way 2 

A, That is my idea - ’ 

Q. That they put in things they didn’t give at all in 
sume instances ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that they increased tle prices in more 
SRA eTLSeMlictdammame ae atl: 

A. I know they did. 

Q. Their bills were not only tainted by this arrange. 
ment of fifteen per cent., but were also absolutely fa] 

eae F se 
as to quantities, amounts and prices ? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Yon say you know that in some cases; can you at 
this time specify any particular case ? 

A. Oh, no, sir; I cannot. I know those articles he 
furnished to me and to others, for he told me so himeelf. 
I am not specifying any exact bill, any more than I can 
tell I paid a bill in gold or silver on a certain day. 

Q. Yon say members of the firm of Jones & Co. them- 
selves told you of these practices ? 

A. Yes, sir; Mr. Rogers and Mr. Jones both told me 
they did it. 

Q. Is that, in your judgment, as to all bills presented 
by Jones & Co. against the city, in the years 1868, 1869. 
and 1870? 

A. Large percentages were paid on all the bills. Large 
percentages were paid on what they furnished, for I know 
persons, bringing requisitions, got what they desired in 
that line—books and everything. When I say books, I 
mean novels—libraries. 

Q. And all these matters, outside of printing and sta- 
tionery, were not furnished to the city—no pretense of 
that—but were given to individuals connected with the 
city departments, for their own personal use f 

A. Yes, sir; city and county both. 

Q. And charged to the city and county ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. William CC. Rogers and Company—who were 
Willian C. Rogers and Company ? 

A. I always supposed Jones was the Oompany in 
Rogers. After a few years Jones, who was a nephew of: 
Rogers, went pretty much out of the business. Jonea’ 
health became very poor, and he went away. I think 
that is the same firm, only a different heading. I know 
one firm was merged in the other. 
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Q. They bronght two suits pending against the city, 
amounting in the aggregate to $418,522.72. The first of 
those suits is for $343,609.42, for stationery furnished to 
various city and county departments from January, 1869, 
to May the lst, 1870; and the second one is for stationery 
furnished to the county between 1868 and 1870, for 
$94,913.30. The printed complaints in these two actions 
allege that the firm of Rogers & Company is composed 
of William C. Rogers, Edward Jones and J. Jarvis Jones, 
the same persons. 

A. AsI supposed, one concern was merged in the other 
and changed the name. Every remark I have made abont 
Edward Jones & Company is the same with regard to 
William C. Rogers & Company. They were abont the 
same firm and they were the same parties, as I supposed 
they were. 

Q. Well, these operations that you have described went 
on between the county, and city and county officers, from 
1868 down and through 1870, didn’t they ? 

A. Up to the passage of the new charter. Mr. Jones 
was a very active adherent of what was called the Young 
Democracy, the opponents of the parties in power at that 
time, and as a matter of course he had no more bills or 
anything else. 

Q. The parties in power, whu composed the Ring st 
that time? And yon didn’t give him any more of this 
kind of work to do? 

A. We didn’t give him anything. 

Q. That ended his connection with the city as a pur- 
veyor of printing and saddles and bridles and everything 
else 7 

A. That ended it through me, and everybody else, I 
think. The two firms were exactly the same, and what | 
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say about the one I say about the other. I can’t distin- 
guish the two. 

Q. And as to all their bills, namely, from 1868 until 
the passage of the Charter of 1870; were they tainted 
with this fraudulent agreement ? 

A. No less than fifteen per cent., and often much more. 

@. Who else that you can name, besides you, knew 
about this agreement with Rogers & Co. and Jones & 
Co., concerning the percentages ? 

A. I think Mr. Woodward, who is now in the hands of 
the prosecution—in the hands of the State authorities as 
their witness—knew it ; and Mr. King I know did, and 
Mr. Woodward I am certain did. 

Q. Well, with regard to the presents that were made 
and the pictures that were furnished, and the gold pens 
and pen-knives, and all that sort of ite ; there must be 
numerous persons who can testify to that ? 

A. Oh, yes, sir; 1 think everybody connected with the 
city department can tell that. 

Q. I wish you would think that matter over carefully 
and state the names of some persons you think would be 
good witnesses in the matter—simply those persons whom 
you think had knowledge of the matter and would be 
valuable witnesses? — 

A. Take most any member of the Board of Aldermen 
or the Board of Assistant Aldermen for those years, I 
think. 

Q. I would very Finer like for you to furnish me with 
the names of such persons as you think would be good 
witnesses—to be used as witnesses only in behalf of the 
Corporation in these cases. 

A. Any information I can give I will give, and give 
willingly. 


Mr. Cotx—Now, the Tenth National Bank has a suit 
pending against the city for two hundred and tifty thou- 
sand dollars, for money loaned to the city. Do you 
know anything about that? 

A. Except what Mr. Ingersoll told me. 

Q. Well, tell me all you know about that? 

A. Ingersoll told me they had borrowed a large amount 
of money from the Tenth National Bank, but I under- 
stood at the time that he had borrowed it on his own indi- 
vidnal responsibility. I presumed he did, as Mr. Palmer, 
who was then cashier of the bank, and afterwards presi- 
dent, told me he intended commencing suit against Mr. 
Ingersoll for the balance. The money was borrowed, as I 
understand, by depositing in the bank, as collateral, bille 
against the Court-house, approved by the Commissioners, 
which, when the money was transferred from the Comp- 
troller on requisition of the Commissioners, to the bank 
a bank would pay, thus making certain of paying them. 
selves, 


Q. The bank was one of the depositaries of the city 
treasury ? 

A. Yes, sir; two hundred thousand dollars of that. [ 
understand, was afterwards paid in that way. The 
money was transferred from one of the other banks to the 
Tenth National Bank, and a requisition was drawn by the 
Court-house Commissioners for this money, and it was 
Heat and they surrendered some of the collaterala fo; 


Q. Well, the collaterals were, you sa 
bills for the erection of the Coarse ?” nay ehteved 
A. Approved bills of the Commissioners. 
QY. Were they bona jide bills? 
A. I think not, because Mr. Ingersoll told me they 
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were not, and he was very anxious to get every one from 
the bank. 

@. Ingersoll told yon they borrowed this money from 
the bank for his own purposes ? 

A. He didn’t say for his own purposes, but on his own 
credit, I understood, and for the purposes of the Commis- 
sioners. I was more convinced of that from what Mr. 
Palmer told me--that they intended to commence suit 
against the city. He was cashier then. 

Q. Is he connected with the bank now ? 

A. I don’t know whether he is or not ; he was president 
afterward, but the bank has changed hands in evory 
way. 

Q. And subsequently he brought suit against the city f 

A. Yes, sir; and Ingersoll was very much frightened 
about it, I know. , 

Q. Did he tell you sof 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why was he frightenod ? 

A. On account of having these bills approved by the 
Commissioners in the hands of the bank. Part of that 
money that they borrowed, $112,500, was paid to me to 
expend in Albany in this way: They were appointed 
Commissioners in 1870—December, 1870, I think—and 
there were bills then for all the money which was appro- 
priated for that year—I believe six hundred thousand dol- 
lars. The commission consisted, I think, of Mr. Walsh, 
Mr. Coman, Mr. Ingersoll, and Mr. Nortun. They were 
appointed in December, 1870, under a provision of the tax- 
levy of the county, in 1870. It held over and nobody 
was appointed from the passage of the charter until 
December—November or December. Then these four 
gentlemen were appointed. In 1871 they wanted another 


202 


appropriation — they wanted one milliou dollars. 
They talked of a million dollars, and came 
to Albany, and endeavored to get it into the tax- 
levy of that year. Norton was then a member of the 
Senate. It was impossible to have the appropriation 
made for a million dollars. Finally, after much talk 
with Ingersoll, who wanted me to get what I could put in 
the tax-levy, I told him it was a matter of impossibility 
to get anything in unless they paid for it, because the 
tax-levy then was overloaded, and the Republicans were 
about making a party question of it—what they after- 
wards did. Finally, he consented to pay for it, and said : 
“Any amount you can get in I will pay fifteen per 
cent. of.” At that time I think he paid me one 
hundred thousand dollars. That was put in pool 
‘along with the other money for the passage of 
the things we wanted in the tax-levy of 1871, 
and expended. After the Legislature adjourned or 
a short time after that he paid me $112,500, which made 
up the fifteen per cent. on $750,000. That remained that 
way until the troubles commenced, somewhere along in 
1871. Ingersoll and I hada settlement one day at my 
house.. We had had a good deal of business between ng 
before that. I had borrowed a good deal from him—two 
or three hundred thousand dollars. I can fix the day 
very well. I am quite satisfied of the day because it was 
the day of his first arrest. He was arrested that evenin ge 
first. In the settlement he allowed that $112,500 as money 
he allowed to me—to be used for his purposes, but since 
then—since he has been released—he has commenced a 
suit against me in Connecticut for that $112,500. The suit 
ie still pending. 
Q. And this $112,500 was part of the money which was 
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obtained by him from the Tenth National Bank Be the 
deposit of these bills as collateral ? 

A. So he informed me. 

Q. Who were the directors of the Tenth National Bank ? 

A. I don’t know; I can’t name them ; I think Mr. Fisk 
was one, I was one, Hall was one, Connolly was one, Inger- 
soll was one. 

Q. Ingersoll was a director ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And you, and all of you, were directors ? 

A. All directors. 

Q. Did the directors, or any of them, except you and 
Ingersoll, know that this money, or part of it, was borrowed. 
for the purpose of affecting legislation in Albany? 

A. I think Palmer knew; the cashier, I think he made 
the loan himself; I don’t think it was done by the direc- 
tors; I think it was done by Mr. Palmer himself. 

Q. What inakes you think that Palmer knew the pur- 
poe of that loan? 

A. Becanse he talked to me about it frequently after it 
happened. 

Q. Was there anybody else, except you and Ingersoll 
and Palmer, connected with the bank, that knew about it ?: 

A. Mr. Sweeney knew about it at that time, and Mr. 
Connolly. 

Q. Was any of the money borrowed from the Tenth 
National Bank at that time used for the legitimate pur- 
poses of the city ? 

A. I wasn’t a member of that commission, and I don’t 
know how they spent their money. 

Q. Do you know whether any of that money was legit- 
imately expended for the purpose of the ‘construction of 
the Court-house, or for any other governmental purpose 
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A. 1 do not, sir. 

Q. There ie a suit now pending, brought by the people 
against Thomas Coman. It is an action against him for 
damages on acconnt of his allowing fraudulent bills to be 
paid. Do you know anything about that case ? 

A. Ido. 

Q. Well, do you think that from the information that 
you have, that the city has a good cause of action against 
Coman in that matter ? 

A. 1 do. 

Q. Do you think that you can furnish the testimony 
which will enable the city to succeed in that suit ? 

A. Ido. 

Q. Are you ready to do sof 

A. lam. 


Mr. Townsrnp—lIn that case—— 


Mr. Corz—I don’t propose to ask the witness anything 
in that matter. I am instructed by Messrs. Barlow and 
Olney, who appear for the people in that matter, that it 
would not be prudent to bring out the facts in that matter 
before the trial Zhe People against ODonnell: Thig 
is an action brought by the People against O’Donnell, for 


damages for $350,000, for fraudulent bills tothe Street 
Department. 


Mr. Townsrnp—May I ask you what was the amount 
of the other—the one against Coman? 


Mr. Core—Fonur hundred thousand dollars. Tothe wig. 
ness. Do you know anything abont this matter of 7%, 
People against O Donnelt 1 

A. I do. 
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Q. Do you think that the people can succeed in this 
action against O’Donnell ? 

A. I think they should. 

Q. Do you think that you have in your possession facts 
which will enable them to so do? 

A. I either have them myself or can furnish them. 

QY. Are you willing to testify yourself and give euch 
information as will enable the people to obtain other wit- 
nesses in order to“prosecnte that suit ? 

A. I am. 

Mr. Cote—For the same reason, I don’t propose to ask 
the witness anything in regard to this suit. (To the 
witness). In the statement that you made to the Attorney 
General, did you proffer to give evidence yourself, and to 
furnish other necessary witnesses in any of the cases 
concerning which I have examined you this morning? 

A. I think Ididin the Navarro, the Nelson, and the 
Rogers case, and I farther expressed willingness to be 
examined upon any case I might be called upon to testify 
in, that I knew anything concerning. Those were the 
only ones that I knew of at that time. 

Q. Did you in that paper indicate what the informa- 
tion you would furnish to the Attorney-General would 
be? 

A. I have not read that paper asa whole since then, 
therefore I cannot speak positively upon the matter, but 
that is my impression. I know I asked him to come and 
examine me on those subjects and any information I 
could give him, I would, and I know he never came. Mr. 
Peckhain came to see me in reference to the Sweeney case, 
and Mr Whitney, I think, in the Navarro case, and I 
know in the examination I made fuller statements to Mr. 
Whitney and Mr. Peckham, and went further into the de- 
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tails and told more than I did inthe statement, or can 
here, becanse my memory had been refreshed, and my 
statements were consequently more full. I had had con- 
versation with persons abont it, and I state in reference to 
this that the day after Mr. Sweeney’s arrival from 
Europe, he published a card, in which he said he had 
nothing to settle with, but as soon as his case was brought 
to trial, he immediately did settle for an amount agreed 
upon between himeelf and the prosecution in the case, and 
I am satisfied that if [had been used as a witness, and if 
they had taken my suggestion to the Attorney-General, 
according to the information I gave in my statement to 
him, no such amount would have been settled upon. 

Q. Did the Attorney-General have that paper in his 
office at the time of or prior to the settlement ? 

A. He had it for nearly two months before. 

Q. At the time the settlement was made with Mr. 
Sweeney ? 


A. Yes, sir; it was returned to me after about a week 
or ten days afterwards. 


Mr. Townsenp—Three days, I think. 


Mr. Corz—Did you disclose the fact that Peter B. 
Sweeney was the actual man who was concerned in the 
Ring, and that James M. Sweeney was not? 

A. Yetated in that paper what I have stated here, and 
they are as full on that point as I have stated them here— 
the Transcript Company, Manufacturing Stationers, ang 


Jones & Company as fully, and, I think, more full 
I have here. foeere ont 


Mr. Cowme—Pretty much everything that you know 
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in reference to these frands—were they contained in that 
statement? 

A, Everything my attention was called to. I couldn’t 
remember everything at the time and my attention has 
been called to many things since; for instance the Brook- 
lyn Bridge matter. I didn’t think of that at the time, 
and when it was brought up here, I drew my facts from 
memory. 


Mr. Townszenp—Mr. Chairman, will yon permit me to 
say that that paper was prepared by myself, without in- 
formation from any person whatever as to what was de 
sired, but simply to show the fact that he was to make a 
statement. 


Mr. Cowinc—Mr. Townsend, the witness has, I believe, 
intimated that he intends to present that statement to the 
committee. I suggest, Mr. Townsend, that we would 
like to have it furnished before we finish with him. 


Mr. Townsznp—I have no doubt Mr. Tweed will furnish 
you with the statement when you have finished your 
examination of him. 


Mr. Twezp>— When you say you are through with me, 
I will hand you the papers, and that I am ready at any 
time to do. There is no doubt in my mind that the 
Sweeney people thought I was going to be nsed in that 
case as a witness, and that I wonld give all the informa- 
tion I had, and so they agreed to the compromise. 


Mr. Lewis—Do yon recollect the date that the Attorney- 
General handed you back that paper, or about the date? 

A. I think it was June the 8th. 

Q. That was after the interview between the Corpora- 
tion Counsel, Mr. Whitney, and Mr. Peckham was it not? 
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A. Yes, sir; they had two interviews, that I can give 
you the date of, all upon this matter. Mr. Peckham’s 
other interviews, three of which were on the Sweeney 
matter, were prior to the settlement of the Sweeney case 
—after his return, but prior to the settlement of his 
case. 

Q. How long after that interview did the Attorney- 
General turn that paper over to you ? 

A. I think it was a week. 

Q. After the interview with these gentlemen ? 

A. I think it was three or four weeks, but one week 
after the settlement. 

Mr. Cowrne—You think your statement was used to 
make Mr. Sweeney think you were to be used as a witness 
in the case ? 

A. 1 know it was. The supposition was that I was to 
be used on that trial, and everybody thonght I was wntil 
the settlement was made; I know Mr. Sweeney’s folks 
thought so. Mr. Sweeney, I think, knew pretty well what 
was in that statement, for I know his friends approached 
some friends of mine, and wanted to know why I haa@ 
said this thing and that thing, which never could have 
been known outside unless there was a leaky vessel some- 
where. 

Mr. Corz—Dnring the existence of the Ring, were there 
not quite a number of persons upon the pay-rolls, who 
were regularly paid as if they were doing service to the 


city in one capacity or another, who actually didm’t go 
any service at all? 


A. Or very little. 
Q. Was it understood that they shonidn’t do an 

vice at all? saw taal 
A. Yea, sir. 
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Q. Now, at this time, can you recollect any such 
persons ? 

A. In my time, I also had a private pay-roll of my 
own—some forty or fifty, or sixty thousand dollars paid 
out of my own pocket, but letting them think that they 
were paid by the city. Disbecker, who used to be Police 
Commissioner, I paid forty or fifty dollars a month, out of 
my own pocket, fora year or two. He thought it came 
from the department. 

Q. What was he supposed to do? 

A. He was appointed Inspector of something or other, 
“he thought—somethirg that didn’t exist at all. All the 
work he did was to get his pay every month. 

Q. Where did you get the money to pay that t 

A. From the city. 

Y. Who else, now, can you recollect on that pay-roll, 
if anybody ? 

A. Well, away back seven or eight years ago, I can’t 
remember but a few. I had Mr. E. K. Apgar, I think, 
the Assistant Secretary of State. He didn’t do anything 
but stump the State. 

Q. What was he on the roll for? 

A. To draw his money. 

Q. I mean in what capacity ? 

A. In the Street Department. I think he was on the 
direct rol]. ‘The books will show. 

Q. What were these men on there for t 

A. Because they were electioneering for us. 

Q. For the Democratic Party or for the Ring? 

A. Apgar was in the State 

Q. Well, what work was he doing ? 

A. Spouting—talking—making speeches. 

Q. Who else besides those two can you remember? 

14 
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A. Those are the only two [ recollect distinctly. I 
recollect them because their names have' been brought so 
prominently forward ; but there were many others. 

Q. Who else? Can you remember any one else f 

A. I had a brother of Hugh Hastings, who did noth- 
ing; I forget his name—William, I think it was. These 
are the only prominent men I think of at the time, but 
there are hundreds of them. 

Q. Is that private pay-roll in existence? 

A. No, sir; Mr. King, I know, could give you informa- 
tion upon that matter, and I think many of the clerks in 
the Street Department could. 

Q. Do you think of any others at this tine? If you 
do, I want their names. 


Mr. Townsenv—I asked on two or three different occa- 
sions that if yon would only give Mr. Tweed an intima- 
tion beforehand, he could give you an answer when 
called upon. May I ask that the stenographer place that 
question in my hands? Heretofore I have received 
séveral distinct promises that such interrogatories would 
be furnished to Mr. Tweed in tine for him to prepare for 
them, but I have never got them. 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Stenographer, will you see that Mr 
Townsend receives such questions¢ (To the witness). 
Who were on your private pay-roll, concerning which 
you have testified, and who were on what you cal] the 
regular pay-roll, who did no service, or but little seryj 
for the compensation that they received? I consider ae 
a matter of considerable importance, and I want you to 
answer that as well as you can. 

A. I will do the best I can, bunt men who could info 
me and come in to see me are afraid. When they ane 
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in they tremble all over nntil they get out. They think 
they are going to get hurt. They think it is the next 
thing to being indicted to come where [ am. 

Q. And those persons who were on the regniar pay-roll 
who didn’t perform any service, but were simply there as 
an excuse for them to get money which they didn’t earn ? 

A. Then I must ask the Committee, who possess the 
power that I do not, that they send me the books in the 
Department of Public Works and the Department of 
Streets, and some clerk who was there with me and knows 
all about it. I am physically unable to do that work 
myself, and no man could doit alone. There are probably 
one million names—one name fifty times over. I cannot 
recollect them—it is impossible. ‘I'he clerks can help me 
in performing the manual labor which I cannot do. 
Whatever information I can furnish myself, as regards my 
private pay-roll, I shall cheerfully give, but what is in the 
hands of the Committee, I must ask the Committee to 
furnish me with. 


Mr. Corz—I suggest that a communication be sent to 
the proper departments, asking for such papers and such 
clerical assistance as will enable Mr. Tweed to perform 
thie work. 


Mr. Twrep—Gentlemen of the Committee, I would 
suggest the man who is chief clerk there now, I believe, 
and who was chief clerk in my time, Mr. Clifford, and Mr. 
McOlenachan, who was there then, is there now. I would 
like that those clerks be sent to me. It may take them 
two or three days to do it, but I cannot do it alone. 


Mr. Cotx—lI think a request made to the head of the 
department would have the desired effect. 
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Mr. Lewis—The Committee will endeavor tu have that 
carried ont. ‘ 


Mr. Twrep—It is necessary that I should have this 
assistance to aid me in examining the records. Part of 
the time we paid every two weeks, part of the time every 
month. My private pay-roll I don’t think I can do rmauch 
with until Mr. King returns. Perhaps the prosecution 
will let me have him to talk to; I don’t know. 


Mr. Cotz—Now, you have testified on several] occasions 
that during the existence of the Ring, it was the custom 
to use money in order to effect desired legislation ? 

A. Ihave; yes, sir. | : 

Q. Well, now, was that state of things generally under- 
stood ? 

A. It was generally supposed, and generally commented 
upon as being the fact. 

Q. Were the principal agents—lobbyists—that you em- 
ployed in Albany, commonly known to be such ? 

A. Not particularly for me; they were employed by 
everybody. 

Q. Well, I say, commonly known to be lobbyists ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

_ @. Was it common report around the State-house, and 
in Albany generally, that certain men made it their special 
vocation to see meinbers, and to control their votes by giv- 
ing them money ? 

A. Yes, sir; and it was understood in the Lower 
that there was an organization, formed of men pou 
parties, Republicans and Democrats, called the Black 
Horse Cavalry, composed of twenty-eight or thirty 
sons, who would all be controlled by one man, and ata 3 
he directed them. Sometimes they would be paid for ik 
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voting againet a bill, and sometimes they would not be 
desired, if their votes were not necessary. When the 
vote was called, they would step into the ante-room of the 
lobby, and if their vote was required, some one would 
step out, and have them vote ; if they wasn’t, they wouldn’t 
come in at all. 

Q. Do you know who composed that brigade—that 
Black Horse Cavalry ? 

A. No; they kept changing all the time; every year 
they had a new leader. They generally quarrelled at the 
end of the session, and started the new year fresh. 

Q. If this was a matter of public repute, how could 
it possibly go on solong? Whatdid you do to keep public 
sentiment suppressed ¢ 

A. Well, we used money wherever it was necessary. 

Q. But you couldn’t buy all the people of the Statet 

A. Buy the representatives up there, as a general 
thing. 

Q. Well, now, how about the public press? Were 
they with you or against you ? 

z A. Well, they were generally against us in private, and 
with us in public. 

Q. What do yon mean by that? 

A. I mean we had to subsidize them. I mean the press 
of Albany when I speak now of the press. The Argus was 
with the Democrats, as a genera! thing. We used to have 
inserted in the tax levy what was called a budget— 
what they required to have paid for printing. Zhe Al- 
bany Evening Journal, which was a Republican paper, 
and ron in tlie interest of the Republican party, and con- 
trolled by a gentleman named George W. Demers, was 
opposed to us, and had to be subsidized. Mr. Demers 
was an invalid, and a man who didn’t go about much. 
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He did his business through a man named 8. C. Hutch- 
ings. 
Q. What do you mean by “subsidizing ” those papers 7 

A. Giving them money. 

Q. Giving money to whom ? 

A. To their representatives. 

Q. To whom did you give any money ? 

A. I gave money to Mr. Hutchings. He was the re- 
sponsible man of the paper. 

Q. What for? 

A. For articles we desired to have put in the paper. 
Sometimes they would bring us an article which was very 
strony against us, and containing some things we wouldn’t 
very much care to have made public, and we would pay 
to have ther stricken out, and they would be stricken ont. 

Q. Did you ever pay any money to the Argus for any 
such purpose ? 

A. I never gave any money to the Argus, but we were 
always ready to help the Argus in any way. We helped 
them by inserting items in the tax-levy, called the budget 
—their bills for printing, advertising, etc. 

Q. Were those items bona fide items? 

A. We didu’t inquire about that. 

Q. It didn’t make any difference to you whether they 
were right or wrong? 

A. No; they were brought to us, and we put them in 
for them. My relations with the Albany Evening Journal 
continued all the while I was there. 

Q. What other papers up there did you 

A. There were no other papers there at that time that 
amounted to anything. The paper called the Ay 
was edited by a man named Smith, but it wasn’t of aitteny 
importance. 
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Q. One on one side, and one on the other in political 
questions ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you subsidized both of these papers? 

A. Yes, sir; one we subsidized with money, and the 
other we subsidized by putting in their items in the tax- 
levies. Those items had a foundation, probably ; it might 
be a very slim foundation. We couldn’t find out, if we 
desired, probably, from them. 

Q. Well, now, you say you paid money; did you pay 
any large sums of money ? 

A. Oh, sometimes $5,000, sometimes $1,000, sometimes 
$500. It was a general dribble all the time. 


Mr. Core—I should think that was a pretty large stream 
—these payments of 35,000 and 80 forth. 


Wrrness—I have checks that I tind, paid to some of 
these papers, that I can produce. 


Q. Were these payments made directly to the editors? 

A. Let me tell you how it was. Shall I tell the story 
as it was? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

A, When I first went to Albany as a Senator—it was 

1868. In that year the fight came up between the Erie 
and the Hudson River Railroad Company, in which I 
was retained by the Erie, and acquired rather a notoriety, 
that brought men who were looking after money to me. 
Among others who came there was a Mr.S. C. Hutchings, 
who was then an associate editor or reporter for the 
Albany Evening Journal. That was the republican 
organ for the State, as it had been for many years. That 
paper was attacking me, and Mr. Hutchings came to me 
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and told me he could have those attacks much mudified— 
have them smoothed down, and that the paper could 
finally be brought round to support me politically, and 
enter into all my measures, which were not entirely polit- 
ical, and that I would never be attacked in that paper 
in a way that would amount to anything. I thought 
to myself that was a very good thing—a very desirable 
arrangement, and I asked him in what inanner that could 
be done. He said he would bring me in communication 
with Mr. Demers, who was then living in Troy, and who 
was then the responsible editor of the Evening Journal. 
He did bring me in communication with Mr. Demers, and 
I paid Mr. Demers, throngh the Albany Evening Journal, 
for his support, or not to attack my measures. That went on 
all that year, and the next year it was thesame. Im 1870 
came up the charter, when we had a bolt from the Demoe- 
racy, and it was necessary we should have all the strength 
and support we could get. In the mean time, I had had 
several interviews with Mr. Demers in the city. I think 
I met him first in the New York Hotel. I met him by 
appointment made through Mr. Hutchings, and wags 
introduced to him by Mr. Hutchings. After that J] 
frequently saw Mr. Demers, and had interviews with 
him. He came to my rooms sometimes, but that was 
very seldom. He was an invalid,and didn’t go out much. 
He wus a man who had one foot in the grave already 
and, in fact, did die shortly after. Sometimes I would 
go with persons to see Mr. Demers in the middle of the 
day, or the middle of the night, or any time. Freq uent) 
Mr. Hutchings would bring me articles in my a ie 
room—I had a private room up there in the Delay a 
Honse—articles in proof, againet us, prepared oy th 
newspaper. I would talk them over with Mr. Hutchings 
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and Mr. Sweeney, or Mr. Hall and others, and show them 
the articles ; and we would talk it over and fix it to suit 
ourselves, and it would appear as we altered it, either that 
day or the next day, as the case might be. We would fix 
them so that they wouldn’t appear as an attack against us; 
or, even if it did attack us, it would attack us in such a 
way that we could answer and disprove it. It was really 
our own article. Sometimes I would go to Mr. Demers’ 
honse in Albany. I can’t remember the house. It is 
down south of State street two or three streets. 1 could 
pick the house out exactly that I went to. I went there a 
number of times, and had the articles written out, and 
would submit them and then take them down to the office. 
Whatever 1 wanted put in the paper was put in. Hutch- 
ings was the go-between. I paid for it as I went along 
—esomctimes $5,000, sometimes $1,000, sometimes leas, as 
the necessities were. 

Q. Did you ever pay them in checks ? 

A. They would never take checks. Mr. Manning was 
at that time the reporter of the Democratic journal, Zhe 
Argus, in the Senate, and my relations with him became 
very intimate. He used to inform me of what Zhe Argus 
wanted, and I would have it done for them. The tax- 
levies or State budget originated in the Lower House-- 
the Assembly ; while the Democrats had power, I gener- 
ally had control of the Committee on Ways and Means as 
much as any man on it, and generally had control of it 
also when the Republicans had power. Mr. Manning 
would hand me the article he wanted put in, and I would 
go down to the Committee and tell them I wanted it put 
in. With the others he would have had to pay to have it 
put in, and with me he didn’t have to pay. In that way I 
always got their support. 
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Q. And tnis Democratic journal supported you, and 
was paid for it in this way ? 

A. Yes, sir; no understanding about it, that was the 
understanding—that I would do anything for them they 
wanted done. 

Q. Did you, or any of the ring, ever write editorials 
for that journal or fix them up? 

A. No, sir; we never found it necessary. Mr. Man- 
ning would sometimes bring me an article, and I would 
revise the article. 

Q. And if it met your approval it was put in ? 

A. Yes, sir; although it never happened, that it didn’t 
go in because I didn’t wantit to. I think I could have done 
anything with Mr. Manning at that time that [ wanted to, 
although I didn’t try it, it wasn’t necessary. I might 
mention in this connection, that when I kept the Police 
Commissioner, Mr. Disbecker, on my pay-roll, it was for 
services he rendered me at Albany. He was correspon- 
dent of the World and the Staats Zeitung, part of the 
time. 

Q. Can you give me any idea of the amount of 
money that was put into the tax levies during your time 
in behalf of the Albany Argus ? : 

A. I couldn’t, and, if I could, I wouldn’t dare to. I[¢ 
would be a frightful amount. 

Q. Is there any way by which you can ascertain that ? 

A, By the Journal of the Proceedings. 

Q. I wish you would do so, and give me some idea of 
the amount of money that was given to that journal at 
that time, and I would also like you to refresh your 
mrs as to what you paid to the other journals alao 

A. I don’t know that I could, because I was paving 
the time. eer aeel 
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Mr. Townsenp—May I ask that these questions shall be 
senttome? AsI stated before, I have received three 
different promises at different times. 


Wrrness—I don’t know that I can give you every item 
that was inserted for the Argus on any other paper. They 
were put into the Tax Budget of the State—the tax-levy 
—the printing deficiencies and the other deficiencies. I 
think I can get them, however, but I shall have to look 
throngh the records, and, todo it, I want the Laws of 
1868, 1869, 1870, and 1871, the four years that I was in 
the Senate. I think I have them. You have given mea 
great deal of work to do after this meeting, and you must 
give me a clerk to render me the assistance I need. 


Mr. Core—Mr. Tweed, I want you to give me as far as 
you can, the names of those persons who, from the beginning 
of the fraudulent percentage arrangement under the old 
Board of Supervisors, running down through the settlement 
of adjusted claims, and afterwards throngh the Board of 
Andit, who were perfectly—all that time cognizant of the 
way in which the Supervisors or the Comptroller or the 
Board of Audit were doing these things? 

A. I think I have mentioned all the names heretofore. 

Q. You have named a great many men who came in at 
different times ; I want to know now who were in the con- 
fidence of the members of the Ring from the beginning 
all the way through ? 

A. You recollect there never was a Ring until after 
Connolly became Comptroller. 

Q. Under the Board of Supervisors. 

A. You want all that received money ? 

Q. In the Board of Supervisors. Then those who were 
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cognizant of illegal practices under the settlement of ad- 
jueted claims, and going through the Board of Audit! 

A. I think, in the Supervisors’ business, if I could have 
the assistance of Mr. Woodward, I could give the names 
of every man. I have been unable to do it, though I 
have tried to do that. The prosecution has it in their 
hands. I have found it impossible to have an interview 
with him. If they want a third party to be present at our 
interview let them have him there. I have written prob- 
ably a thousand letters. 

Q. How could Woodward help you in that matter? 

A. He could help me in that matter very much. He 
knows as well asl do. Icould say: “ Here is this bill; 
“do you know what this bill was for?” His memory is 
much clearer than mine. He was only in one matter and 
I was in a thousand matters of the kind. 

Q. Have you made any effort to get Mr. Woodward to 
come to you? 

A. [have tried to get him to come to me. 

Q. Where is he? 

A. Ue is in town every day. I think that if Mr. Peck- 
ham or the Atturney-General should say: “Go see Mr. 
Tweed,” he would come, and if they want a third party 
there I am perfectly willing they should have one; in 
fact I would prefer it. 

Q. There were some questions which have been sent 
me by Mr. Demas Barnes, with regard to the Brooklyn 
bridge. 

A. I presume it was a copy of the same as was sent to 
me. 


Mr. Coce—Yes ; I know it is the same thing. 


Wirness—I would like, gentlemen of the committees, 
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‘that Mr. Demas Barnes’ questions should be asked, because 


I want to show that a man that helps me is appreciated. 


Mr. Srevin—Mr. Tweed, can you give the names of 
the Black Horse Cavalry of 18704 

A. I don’t think I could, sir. 

Q. Could you by refreshing your memory ? 

A. No, sir; I had but little dealings with the House 
down stairs. All the business I had with the lower House 
was through my agents to influence the members, and the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

Q. Have you any means by which you can find out 
the names of the persons who composed the Black Horse 
Cavalry ? 

A. No, sir; my direct connection was only with the 
Committee of Ways and Means and the Senate. 

Q. The Committee of Ways and Means in the Sen- 
ate t 

A. No, sir. 

Q. In the Assembly f 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you remember any of the names of the per- 
sons who composed the Committee of Ways and Means? 

A, I think Mr. Jacobs was Chairman. If you had the 
Manna] here for 1870, I could tell in two minutes—the 
Red Book. 


Mr. Corze—Will the Committee direct that the Manual 
be sent for? 


Mr. Townsznp—Gentlemen of the Committee, I would 
like to state that I have papers occasionally handed to 
me, with questions and suggestions that Mr. Tweed should 
answer certain things. I have to state, publicly, that I 


am not here for any such purpose. Mr. Cole and the ~ 
Committee are here for such purposes. I don’t want to 
be put in the position of acting in that way, for the rea- 
eon that it is not so. 


Wrrness—I have received communications anonymously 
—a great many of them. I will publicly notify those 
gentlemen that if they put their names to those commn- 
nications, I shall be very happy to have them come here, 
and have them tell it themselves. 


Mr. Corzr—The Committee have already announced 
that any person, or any journal, that will ask or auggeet 
pertinent questions, they will be asked, but the Commit- 
tee have also announced that they will not take notice of 
anonymous gnestions or innuendoes. 


Mr. Oowine—Mr. Tweed, do you now remember any- 
thing of an association existing in the City of New York 
called the Citizens’ Agsociation, when yon were 
power? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you any personal knowledge of that associa- 
tion, and its members ? 

A. No personal recollection. 

Q. Do you know the prominent members of that agso- 
ciation, who composed it? 

A. I know there were only three members who appeared 
to do the work. 

Q. Were they politically o d to you fora 
of the time after they maria jae apa 

A. Yes, sir. 

Y. Were you able to convince them, after a tim 
your way of thinking ? 


in 


e, of 


223 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By what means did you effect that change of senti- 
ment f 

A. I think we took care of most of them. 

Q. Can yon now state the names of any of the mem- 
bers of the Citizens’ Association who were taken care of ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Tell them. 

A. Nathaniel Sands was taken care of as Tax Commis- 
sioner, at fifteen thousand dollars a year; Mr. Henry was 
made Dock Commissioner ; Joseph F. Daly was made a 
jadge, at fifteen thousand dollars a year, for fourteen 
years. 

_ Q. And that was done for the purpose of convincing 
them ? 

A. Yes, sir; after they had becn with us a great while. 

Q. The association finally came over and joined with 
you, and helped manage the affairs of the city? 

A. I don’t think there were many members, except 
those three—except contributing members. 

Q. These offices, will you now state, were given to them 
for the assistance rendered to yuu in the aseociation ? 

A. Not with the understanding that such was the case, 
but because they were strong men, and could help us in 
every way. No other understanding with them, but that 
was the result. 

Q. Do yon remember in the city election of 1868—I 
think it was gubernatorial—wasn’t that the year that John 
T. Hoffman was elected? You were in power in the city 
of New York then, were you not? 

A. I was; yes, sir, 

Q. Have you a definite recollection of the facts which 
took place in that election ? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you remember anything about that election at 
all? 

A. Yes, sir; I know that there was an election. 

Q. Do you know whether that was the election in which 
John A. Griswold was nominated, and ran as Republican 
candidate ? 

A. I recollect that Mr. Griswold was up for the office. 

Q. Who had the control of the political machinery at 
that election—the Inspectors of Election, and the other 
machinery incident to an election. 

A. I think the Police Commissioners appointed that 
year. 
Q. Was it under your personal control and super- 
vision ? 

A. I don’t think that it was. 

Q. Do you remember the evening of that election, after 
the polls were closed ? 

A. Yes, sir, I remember where I spent that evening 
very well. 

Q. Wheret 

A. In the Metropolitan Hotel. 

Q. Do you remember who were present ? 

A. Yes, sir. Prominent ones in the party. 

Q. Name them, if you please. 

A. Mr. Sweeney was there: Mr. George W. McLean 
Mr. Connolly, and Mr. Hall ; Governor Hoffman, I think. 

Q. Do you remember that evening of a telegram being 
sent out in reference to sending out reports ? 

A. That was done in the day time. 

Q. Do you know personally of its being done? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Aud for what purpose it was done? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And who did it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who did do it? 

A. Mr. Hail. 

Q. Have you any knowledge that any one else knew 
what it was sent out for! 

A. Mr. Hugh Smith knew it. 

Q. What was tliat telegram sent out for? 

A. To keep the telegraph lines busy. 

Q. Can you state now, at this time, whether the election 
which took place in the City of New York at that time 
was a fair and honest election ? 

A. I have not the details of it in iny memory. 

Q. What is your best impression ? 

A. I don’t think there is ever a fair or honest election 
in the City of New York? 

Y. Do you think that applied particularly to that 
year? 

A. I think so. I think that was the year in which a 
great many people were naturalized. 

Q. Can yon give any percentage? What was the real 
vote in that election ? 

A. It would need a man higher up in arithmetic than 
I am to do that. 

Q. Was that the year the Inspectors of Election 
lumped the vote and declared them without counting the 
vote ? . 

A. I shouldn’t be surprised if it was. 

Q. What is your impression ? 

A. I think it was. 

Q. So that the aggregate of the vote which was 
anvounced for the City and County of New York, instead 
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of the rightful vote, was a vote obtained by the inspectors. 
What I desire to find out, is whetheror not the vote 
which was given in the City of New York wasn’t made 
so as to get some way or other of off-setting the vote 
which was given from the rest of the State? 

A. I do not know that. I know we took means to pre- 
vent them from doing what they wanted to do. 

Q. And what were the means you took ? 

A. Well, one of the means, I know, was to get entire 
possession of the telegraph wires and keep them busy, one 
of us proposed to telegraph the whole Bible over them, if 
it wus necessary. 

Q. Then the vote that was cast was not the electoral 
vote of the city? 

A. I think very probably. 

Q. Isn’t that your best judgment ? 

A. I say it is probable. 

Mr. Lewis--Didn’t it apply to other parts of the State 
as well as New York? 

A. Oh, yes; especially in St Lawrence County, where 
I know they polled three votes against ns where there was 
ame for us. 

Mr. Cowinc—Are you giving the Committee your im- 
pressions about St. Lawrence County ? 

A. Iam giving my impression. 

Q. Don’t you claim to have some personal know] 
of the transactions here, as to the matter of elections ? 

A. I don’t; I don’t know. If you will give me the 
County Officers I will speak more definitely concernin 
the transactions. & 

Q. Do I understand you that what you said in reference 


to St. Lawrence County was founded on positive 
edge or hearsay / ge 
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A. I amgiving my impression. 

@. You were not present when this transaction you 
speak of took place? 

A. No, sir. 

@ And you have no personal knowledge of it ? 

A. No, sir; nor of a thousand things that took place in 
New York that yon have questioned me about. I have 
the names of the Committee, Gentlemen of the Committee. 
Mr. Jacobs, of Kings was chairman. That is, the Assembly 
Committee on Ways and Means for 1870. Mr. Banker, of 
Schenectady, Mr. Bergen, of New York, Mr. Dodge, of 
Clinton, Mo. Willian D. Murphy, of Albany, Mr. Coon, of 
Schuyler, Mr. Wusted, of Westchester. Mr. Littlejohn, of 
Oswego, Mr. Selkreg, of Tompkins. Mr. Jacobs, of Kings, 
generally was my friend, and generally helped me., Mr. 
Bergen, of New York, and Mr. Murphy, of Albany, used 
to help me in most everything. Mr. Jacobs was the prin- 
cipal man I went to and had these things done. 

Q. Those names were the only ones whom you con- 
trolled for a consideration? 

A. I didn’t control them for a consideration, I only re- 
quired their votes and was of service to them up stairs on 
bills. My services up stairs were always freely given to 
them for anything they desired tohave. I must apolo- 
gize to the reporters for speaking so fast. but it is my 
nature when I get excited. It has caused ine mure trou- 
ble than it has anybody else. 


Mr. Townsenp—Mr. Chairman, it is rather a delicate 
thing for me to speak about at this time, but it seems to 
me we have gota great ways from the purpose of the 
original resolutions creating this Commission, and if we 
continue in this same style as we are doing now, it seems 
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to me we will open a tremendous field, and never know 
when to close. Mr. Tweed sits hereto answer questions, 
and he will answer all such questions, as long as you think 
they are within your reach. But it does seem to me that 
you onght to take that into consideration, and consider 
how far you are to go, or enabled to go, into this investi- 
gation. 

Mr. Corz—-I have used my utmost endeavors to keep 
very fairly within the resolution, and I think your remarks 
are very pertinent. 


Mr. Cowrnc—-I have asked these questions to-day be- 
cause it has been intimated by some of the press that I 
wanted to suppress certain parts of the evidence, and 
anything that you can get out J am perfectly willing to 
have out, that is if it come within the scope of the resola- 
tion. The question as to newspapers, or question in 
regard to their subsidizing, is simply a question whether 
they are to be defamed. 


Mr. Core—If, for instance, a journal shonid have been 
paid money from the tax-levy—fraudnlently taken from 
the tax-levy—it seems to me that the people could recover 
that money from the journal. 


Mr. Lewis—The meeting stands adjourned until Satar- 
day next, the 6th prox., at ten o'clock a. m. 


ELEVENTH DAY 


ee 


October 9th, 1877. © 


Present— Alderman S.evin, 
. Lewis, 
v Cowina. 


Mr. Twreep—I will ask first, gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee, as a matter of justice to myself, that I may be 
permitted to make a few remarks. A great many of the 
persons mentioned by me in my testimony before the 
Committee at the last meeting have come out with long 
articles in the papers denying the statements which I 
made concerning them. Now I have evidence in my pos- 
session to show that what 1 said was true, and I propose, 
with the consent of the Committee, to bring it forward. I 
propose to take them up seriatim, and I shall start firat 
with the Attorney General. 


Mr. Cote—I suppose, Mr. Tweed, that the statement 
you are now about to make will be confined to the cor- 
roboration of the statement you have already made, and 
to substantiate the truth of what you have already said. 


Mr. Twexn—Nothing else. No new matter will be in- 
troduced. 


Mr. Core—This is copied, as J understand, from the 
written staternent you handed some time ago to the Attor- 
ney General. 
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Alderman Lewis—I understood Mr. Tweed to say that, 
at the conclusion of the examination, he wonld furnish the 
Committee witl: a copy of that entire statement. 


Mr. Twrep—Yes, sir, that is my understanding, and my 
statement. In an article published in the New York 
Times, of October 1st, he says there is nothing in Tweed’s 
statement to me about subsidizing the Albany Evening 
Journal, or any mention made of E. K. Apgar. 


{[Mr. Tweed then handed to Mr. Edelsten, one of his 
counsel, the following, which was read by that gentleman 
to the Committee, being a portion, as he alleged, of his 
statement to the Attorney General :] 


“Mr. Tweed agrees to hold himself in readiness upon 
notice that his presence is required, to go to any 
place designated by the Attorney General, for the 
purpose of giving evidence on bebalf of the peo 
ple and to testify there tou any and everything within 
his knowledge relating to his past transactions in 
defrauding or aiding to defraud the State or any part of 
it, or any person or persons, and tu give evidence and tes- 
tify in detail, so far as he can, to any and everything that 
he knows in regard tu any and all persons with whom he 
has heretofore had illegal connections, affecting any public 
or private interests, and will reserve nothing, nor will he 
decline to testify against anybody with whom he has been 
so connected, whether he may have been his moet intimate 
friend or not. In writing the letter which he did, on the 
6th of December last, to Mr. Charles O’Cunor, believing 
him to be at that time in full charge of what is known 
as the Ring suits, Mr. Tweed was fully cognizant of the 
fact that he thereby committed himself fully to a most 
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thorough and exhanative statement of his connection with 
the Ring matters, should such a demand be made upon 
him as a condition of his release. Mr. Tweed has been 
given to understand by the Attorney-General that under 
no other condition can he be released from imprisonment. 
He accepted the situation, and intends to comply, as he 
thinks he has fully done, with the demand so made, but 
holds himeelf entirely willing to disclose any and every 
other matter, which may at present have escaped liis re- 
membrance, if his attention is called to the subject.” This, 
continued Mr. Tweed, is an extract from the document 
which I handed to the Attorney-General and which was 
handed back to me. The Attorney-General is wrong in 
his statement, for among the checks set forth in the 
statement was one made January 19, 1871, by Mr. Tweed, 
for $4,000, and indorsed by Wm. Cassidy, as President, 
and Daniel Manning, as Attorney, of the Argus Printing 
Company. 


Mr. ‘Townsenp here exhibited the check—payable to 
the order of the National Commercial Bank for $4,000, 
and indorsed by Mr. Cassidy, President, and Daniel Man- 
ning, Attorney of the Argus Printing Company. 


Mr. Twrep—The Attorney-General is correct in stating 
that I did not mention specifically Mr. Apg ar or the 
Albany Evening Journal in the statement I made to him. 
These were matters which, if I had been then ques- 
tioned about, I should testify to as I do now. In my testi- 
mony on the last day of the examination I mentioned 
the name of Mr. Hutchings, now of the Argus and for 
merly of the Evening Journal, and in connection with 
him spoke of Mr. Demers, who was then proprietor of the 
Evening Journal. Since then, Mr. Hutchings in the 
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Argus, of which he is now associate editor, has thought 
proper to deny any intimacy or association with me be 
yond that which he says he was induced to do through Mr. 
George Dawson, now editor of the Zvening Journal. In 
justice to Mr. Dawson I will state that I never, to my 
knowledge, had any conversation with him, and never had 
any business relations with him whatever. To confirm 
my statement in reference to Mr. Hutchings and Mr. 
Demers I offer these two letters, both of which are in the 
handwriting of Mr. Hutchings; also two checks—one 
dated 16th September, 1867, for $1,000, made by me to 
the order of G. W. Demers, and indorsed by him March 
4, 1868, for $2,000. I was under the impression at my 
last examination, and so stated, that my transactions with 
those two gentlemen were always in cash, but I was mis 
taken ; I also offer two letters of Mr. Van Vechten, of 
Albany, one dated May 1, 1867, and the other dated 
July 25—1867, in both of which reference is made to my 
connection with Mr. Hutchings. 


[The following letters were then read by Mr. Tweed’s 

counsel. } 
Axrzany, July 25, 1867. 

Dear Twrep—l have just seen Barber, and at his re- 
quest I write you. The Committee on Cities have not yet 
reached any point as far as I can judge. You have no 
canse for apprehension. I goto Lake George this after- 
noon. Hutchings is coming up here to-morrow to sta 
over Sunday,and I shall come down with him on Monias 
I will then have an opportunity of finding out al) ke 
knows, and I shall be in New York on Wedneeday. Prob 
ably I will see you. 1 cannot see any sort of use of yo : 
being here next week. If Ido I will let you esate "I 
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am pretty well satisfied that the majority of the Republi- 
eane in the convention are disposed to let the people of 
New York govern themselves. The former Legislature 
has badly damaged the party, and they are not disposed 
to weaken it any more by their action. 
Yours, truly, 
A. Van Vxosren. 


Department or Pusiic Works, 
CommnessionEr’s Orrick, New York. 
Hon. Wu. M. Twern: 

Dear Sm—If it is possible for you to see me before I 
leave the city, please send note to Astor House. I must 
return to-morrow afternoon. 

Respectfully, yours, 


S. C. Huroures. 
Indorsed. 


“ Answered December 20, 1870.” 


(Confidential.) 


Orrice or ALBANY Evenina JOURNAL, 
Axsany, November 11, 1867. 

Dgar Sme—At our last interview in this city you signi- 
fied a desire to form the acquaintance of Mr. Demers. 
Business will call him to New York this week or next. 
If you will designate the hotel, day, and hour where he 
can meet you, it will afford him pleasure to fill such an 
appointment. The time is fully at your own option. Al- 
low me to congratulate you on your own personal success, 
and also on the triumph of your party. It is a complete 
victory for the Democracy, and s good thing for us, as we 
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will show you “next time.” We now know where our 
weakness lies. | 
Respectfully, yours, 
S. C. Hutcumas. 


The following check was then read : 


New York, January 10, 1871. 
Tenth National Bank, pay to the order of National 
Commercial Bank of Albany four thousand dollars. 
$4,000. Wu. M. Tween. 
Indorsed. 
Wma. Cassy, President. 
DanteL W. Mannie, Attorney. 


So far for the Hvening Journal. In these matters I 
desire it to be understood that I have no personal animos- 
ity toward any gentleman. Iam doing this as an act of 
justice to myself and the community. Men whom I have 
benefited in every way think that I ain not able to de- 
fend myself, but 1 want them distinctly to know that I 
am—and that I'am going to do it. Mr. Apgar has pub- 
lished a statement denying my testimony, and stating that 
he was appointed by Mr. Hoffman. To refute this state- 
ment of Mr. Apgar I desire in the firet place to say that 
he never was recommended to me by Mayor Hoffman 
but was recommended as a person who might be of eral 
vice to me by Mr. George McGee. Humay be correct as 
to the amount he received in all—that I cannot say, be- 
cause the records of some of iny private pay-rolls cannot mot 
be found. Ihave a letter which I now offer, written b 
him in December 5th, 1868, in which he appears to ned 
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knowledge the reception by him of many past favors, and 
in which he askq me to find some one to advance him 
some money. [I also find a check, dated 28d December, 
1868, drawn by me to cash for $55, on the back of the 
check in pencil in the manner usnal with the paying 
teller of the bank, I find the name of E. K. Apgar. If 
the Committee will send for the teller of the bank at that 
time and question him, they will find that the money was 
paid to him personally. 


Whereupon Mr. Townsend read the following letter: 


63 Watt Street, New Yorx, Dec. 5, 1868. 

My Dear Srr—Will you be kind enough to write ine 
a line informing me, if you can, how soon you will be 
able tosee me? I would not write but that for the rea- 
son I have mentioned to you, I am in very urgent need of 
money. If there is any way in which I could discount 
my back pay, I should be glad to do so; but I know of 
no one likely to do this. The State Committee seems to 
be unable to do anything in my case, notwithstanding 1 
am in debt largely on their account. I am at present in 
debt for board, clothes, and money borrowed to pay my 
expenses during the campaign—between four and five 
hundred dollars—which 1 had expected and promised to 
pay long ago, and some of which is really needed by those 
to whom I owe it. I hope you will feel that it is only the 
embarrassment of my present position that impels me to 
trouble you again. If you know of any way in which 
I can secure the advance of my back pay, and will inform 
me of it, you will add another to the very great favors 
already bestowed upon 

Yours, very truly, 
Epear K. Apear. 
To Hon. Wu. M. Tween. 
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Mr. Tweed then produced a check dated Dec. 28, 1868, 
drawn by himself in “cash,” for $55, on the back of 
which appeared the pencilled memorandum, made by the 
bank’s paying-teller, of the name of E. K. Apgar as the 
person to whom the money was paid. 


“TT have not,” said he, “any animosity toward any of 
the gentleman whose names I have mentioned here in the 
course of this examination. I am simply doing this as an 
act of justice to myself and the community. I have no 
ill-feeling, and there is no name I have mentioned that I 
would not rather not have mentioned if I had had the 
power to avoid it. But men who think because I cannot 
get out to go around and see the people to verify my 
statements, and cannot get papers, and that I am not able 
to defend myself, will find that I am going to show that I 
am still able to do that.” 


Mr. Twxxn—I will now go to the Argus. That paper 
in its issne of September 30, contained a long article of 
which the following was the conclusion, which was read 
by Mr. Townsend : 


“ Neither the Argus Company, nor any member of said 
company, ever received as much as one dollar or’any valu- 
able thing whatever, at any time, from Mr. Tweed or any 
one on his behalf, for any purpose whatever. No pecuni- 
ary or other benefits were received hy any member of the 
Argus Company from Mr. Tweed or from any one on 
his behalf. Mr. Tweed never had the benefit or use of the 
columns of the Argus at any time,and no member of 
the Argus Company was ever indebted to him for a favor 
of any description.” 


In reply to this I submit to the Committee five letters 
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written by Mr. William Cassidy, President of the Argus 
Association, in the years 1867, 1868, and 1869—in all of 
which he asked favors from me. I again refer to the 
check mentioned in my statement to the Attorney-General 
heretofore referred to, dated January 19, 1871, for $4,000, 
indorsed by both Wm. Cassidy, president, and Daniel 
Manning, attorney. In further answer to the Argus that 
no favors had been received from me by any member of 
that company, I refer to Sheet No. 1 of Pay-roll of Offi- 
cers and Appointees in the Street Department of the City 
of New York, during the month of February, 1870. In 
that pay-roll will be found a receipt from A. S. Cassidy (a 
brother of William) who was the third general clerk to 
the Street Commissioner, to R. B. Connolly, Comp- 
troller of New York, for $166.66, for the month of 
February, 1870, being the monthly payment for his 
salary at the rate of $2,000 per annum. He held 
this position for years, and in this pay-roll, which I sub- 
mit, he is charged to the Argus in the handwriting of Mr. 
King. I hand this to the Committee in the same condi- 
tion as received from the Department under the orders of 
your Committee. Mr. Wm. E. King was then first general 
clerk to the Street Department. A. 8S. Cassidy was at one 
time removed, when his brother William called on me and 
I had him reinstated, and afterwards, at the further solici- 
tation of William Cassidy, for favors received, and after 
the passage of the Charter of 1870, I increased his salary 
from $2,000 to $3,000 per annum. 


[Under one of these letters was a direction in the hand- 
writing of Mr. Tweed to one of the clerks in his office, to 
have Mr. Cassidy’s wishes complied with.] 


“That will show,” continued Mr. Tweed, “that they 
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never asked any favors, of course.” He then proceeded 
ag follows: , 

As compensation for favors had from the Argus Com- 
pany and at their request I was inetromental in having in- 
serted in the Session Laws of 1870, page 1,095, chapter 
492, the following provision : 

“The contract with the Argus Company for legislative 
printing shall be extended for three years, provided the 
Comptroller shall deem it for the interests of the State.” 

I further present, for the consideration of the Com- 
mittee, the many resolutions for printing pasaed during 
that year, and the succeeding year, 1871, with a copy of 
the numbers called for under their contract, showing the 
number of copies called for beyond the contract order. 
On the lst of October I addressed a communication, of 
which the annexed is a copy, to Mr. Olcott, the State 
Treasurer, to which I have received no reply: 


New York, lst October, 187 i 
T. W. Oxoort, Jr., Esq. : 
Sm—Will you please have prepared and forwarded to 
me, for use in my evidence before a Committee of Board 
of Aldermen of this city, the amounts paid the Argue and 
the Argus Company [by that name or any other], during 
the years 1868-69-70-71-72, in detail, with the authority 
by which such yayments were made, also a copy of the 
contract for printing made by the State with the Argecs 
Company in 1869-70. I ask this information for the 
benefit of the public, and not for mere curiosity. Any 
expense incurred in collating and copying, I will pay on 
presentation of the bill. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Whois M. Tween. 


No. 70 LopLtow srrEEet 
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“TI find, however, in the Haprese of October 1 the fol- 
lowing report of the legislative printing, showing the 
amounts received by the Argus Company for that work, 
as shown by the Comptroller’s books during the years 
1868-69-70-71-72-73-74-75, amounting, in all, to 
$778,450, of which $384,500 was received during the 
years 1870-71, while 1 was in the Senate. 

“The amount paid the Argus Company for printing 
(not including advertising), as shown by the Comptroller's 
books, was as follows: 


1ShGp. antes: See iels a oreey els ae $5,000 
Teguise Aso da yr sll akin wuls arige, 80,500 
TOTO seer oh hagetboey, saul Somed 176,600 
AS7itoe beteretered Sogn bay, eter ize 207,900 
wayasres i 2hos: Serr insarte aun d paimation 136,400 
RTE Pee TS Sante seer, 188,850 
TO7A0E Aets Sheerin) bensierieg eee t: uapiesn 23,200 
1B THUS epneiad eiAvembledes be Bo atu ss 10,000 

Totalvusinatless ae deena since $778,450 


“You will perceive how the bills drop off as soon as 
I left the Senate. The bills for 1872 and 1873 were the 
dripplings of the big years. 

“T can substantiate,” continued Mr. Tweed, “all Ihave 
said in relation to the subsidizing of the press.” 


[Here he produced the following check, dated January 
1th, 1871, (heretofore referred to) for $4,000, paid by 
him to the Albany Argus by William Cassidy, President 
of the Argus Company and Daniel Manning, Secretary]. 

New Yorx, Jan. 10, 1871. 

Tenth National Bank pay to the order of National Com- 


mercial Bank of Albany four thousand dollars. 
$4,000. W. M. Tween. 
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“Now, 1 come to Senator Woodin again, although I 
had hoped I had done with him. In a published state- 
inent he says he never had any dealings with me of any 
kind, and stigmatizes my entire statement as false. I find 
the appointment of James J. Weed as clerk in the office 
of Water Register, Aug. 1, 1870. He drew back pay 
for July, 1870, being too big to come down and be regu- 
larly entered on the pay-roll, and he retained his office 
until July, 1871, at $3,000, when he was removed, because 
Repnblican Senators made a party question on the passage 
of the tax levy of that year. On the private records of the 
Department he is charged as having been appuinted at 
the solicitation of Senator Woodin, and was known as 
‘ Woodin’s man from the country.’ Le performed no servi- 
ces, not even drawing his pay, but assigned it. It was drawn 
by the assignee, as a general thing. Now, that I have 
paid my respects to these gentlemen, let me turn to the 
Tenth Nationa! and its President, Mr. Ackerinan, who de- 
fends Mr. Palmer, the late President, and who states that 
Palmer knew nothing aboutthe transactions I referred to. 
I assert that at the time Ackerman was only an employee 
of the bank and never had any dealings with the manage- 
ment at all. I am propared to prove that Palmer not only 
knew of some of these transactions guing on, but at differ- 
ent times received telegrams from Albany directing him 
to keep the bank open until long after bank hours— 
until four and five o’clock. Iie kept the bank open until 
these hours, aud from there money was sent tu Albany. 
He must have known that sumething was wrong, or at 
least unusnal, for he cannot but remember that ie was 
required to wait until long after bank hours uutil a mes 
eenger came down from Albany and he would then 
have to give that messenger the amount I sent for. 
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I find an article in the Commercial Advertiser of Octo- 
ber 1, 1877, quoting a statement from another journal— 
I believe the Argus—stating that the “Boss is an in- 
famous liar,” and remarking, “that Tweed is getting it all 
round.” Whether or not I was right in regard to my 
statements, and whether Mr. H. J. Hastings told the truth 
or not in denying any association or intimacy with me, I 
offer to submit to the Committee the following letters: 


Counsel for Mr. Tweed then read the following letters ; 


Wasuinoton, January 17, 1871. 

My Dear Sm—I am in a tight spot here and want 
your aid. You have, no doubt, seen Brooks’s speech. 
The poor devil, before commencing his attack on me, 
went about the House insinuating among Republicans 
that I was in the employ of Tammany Hall to secure the 
secrets of the Republicans. He done this to get up a 
prejudice against me. In his speech he held ‘up the 
Commercial Advertiser in 8 melodramatic way, exclaim- 
ing, “Here is the evidence that he is a hired spy and 
informer of the Democratic party.” In his printed speech 
it is Tammany Hall; in his public address it was the 
Democratic party. I wish you could reach Kerr, who is 
on the committee. It can only be effectual to-morrow 
morning, as I expect to be brought before the House for 
contempt. You will have seen the nature of my objec 
tions before the committee. I did not open my case to 
show my hand, what I propose to prove. Brooks could 
take advantage of it. Can’t you telegraph him? Do 
what you can for our friend. John Schumaker or some 
of the boys will add the balance. I am rather suspicious 
that Fox put up Brooks to make the intimation, or rather 
the charge, about being an informer. I may be locked 
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up in twenty-four hours. Think of me looking through 
the grates in the basement of the Capitol. Won’t I be a 
devil of a fellow in a small way for a very small timet 
Yours in tribulation, but courageous, 

Hvaz. 


Corner Fourton anp Nassau StTre 


ComMEROIAL ADVERTISER OFFICE, 
New York, January 23, 1871. 


My Dear Ferenp—Your letter directed to me at Wash- 
ington failed to reach me there. I found it at my office 
this morning. The warm sentiments of friendship ex- 
pressed in it have bound me to you forever. If I have 
one virtue among the many that most people boast of, that 
one is gratitude—never to forget a friend, never to go 
back on a man, woman, or child who does a favor. These 
are not empty words. I write through a fulness of heart 
when I say, through sunshine and adversity, through 
good and evil report, no matter what may occur, rely 
upon me to go to the end in your behalf. Command me 
at any time. Pardon me for being so expressive. Your 
kind offer in your letter is so generous that I cannot re- 
sist opening my heart to you, and say in addition, God 
bless you and yours. Brooks said to John Schnmaker 
that he desired to have everything drop after the report 
of the committee. John came to me and informed me of 
Brooke’s wishes. Of all things distasteful to me is law- 
suits, and seeing my name in the papers. I have got 
heartily sick of it, even if it is complimentary, and I pre- 
sume you must feel pretty much that way yourself. Be. 
fore leaving Washington, Schumaker saw Brooks and pave 
me to understand that hostilities had ceased. I wil] Ri up 
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Tuesday night of this week. Again thanking you for 
your kindness, believe me, ever yours, 
H. J. Hasrias. 
To Hon. Wu. M. Tween. 


Mr Tween (continuing)—I have other letters of his that 
can be produced, all of the same kind ; but I thought these 
had better be shown, so that it might be proved that he 
was on intimate terms with me at that time. But it was 
only one of the many dirty things that Hasting had done 
to me. 


Mr. Coix inquired if that was the whole of the state’ 
ment ? 


Mr. Twerp—Yes ; but I may get another page or two 
ready. I believe I have got other documents in my pos- 
session which will further corroborate what I have stated ; 
but it requires time and labor to get at them. I would 
state here that the statement I have just had read to the 
Committee, was prepared with a great deal of labor and I 
would ask that it be handed back to me again when the 
Committee have done with it. 


Mr. Corz—These are the interrogatories which Mr. 
Demas Barnes—— 

A, I haven't had time to look at them during this week, 
but I guess I can answer them. Week before last I 
looked at them, but this last week I bave been occapied 
in looking up the Argus and Albany Evening Journal 
business, and in paying my respects to those gentlemen. 
They paid me their respects, and I thought it was right 
for me to pay thein my respects. 
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Q. You have stated that sixty-five thonsand dollars 
were paid to certain Aldermen to induce them to appro- 
priate $1,500,000 for the Brooklyn Bridge? how much 
of this money was reimbursed to you? 

A. I believe I put a written answer to that; I did, I 
know. 

Q. You have some written memoranda in peucil ? 

A. Well, I stated it was all, except a few thousand dol- 
lars, in the first place, handed to me by Mr. Henry O. 
Murphy ; I am inclined to think it was short about fifteen 
thousand dollars, but I don’t know exactly ; that was sub- 
scribed equally by Mr. Sweeney, Mr. Hugh Smith, and 
myself. That money was paid back to me afterwards by 
Mr. Kingsley. 

Q. You say the money that you and Mr. Sweeney and 
Mr. Smith advanced was paid back to you by whom ? 

A. By Mr. Kingsley. I think we each took a quarter 
of our shares off, and gave them to Connolly. I think 
Sweeney received’ his shares mainly of myself and 
Smith. 

Q. Were youa member of the Executive Committee 
of the Bridge Company ? 

A. I was. 

Q. Who composed that committee ? 

A. Mr. Murphy was one, General Slocum was one, Mr. 
Smith was one, Mr. Stranahan was one. © 

A. The memoranda by Mr. Barnes says: Henry O. 
Murphy ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 8. L. Husted ? 

A. There was a Mr. Husted, but I don’t recollect his 
first name. 

Q. Mr. Smith and you; is that correct? 
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A. Yes, sir. General Slocum was a member of the 
committee at some time; I think at that time. 

Q. Do you recollect who introduced There was a 
resolution introduced and passed by the Executive Com- 
mittee, on the fifth of July, 1870, as follows: 

“Resolved, That fifteen per centum of the amount of 
“the expenditures for the construction of the foundation 
“of the towers of the bridge, on both sides of the river, 
“up to high water mark, including the payments for 
“land, be paid W. O. Kingsley, the general superinten- 
“dent, for his services and advances on behalf of the com- 
“pany, up to the completion of such foundation ;” and 
the record says that that resolution was offered by you. 
Have you any recollection about it? 

A. I think that it was. My memory has been refreshed 
by that paper of Mr. Barnes. It is my present conviction 
that I offered it. 

Q. Do you recollect that it was offered and passed ? 

A. I do. 

@. Were all the members of the committee present at 
that time? 

A. That I am not sure about. 

Q. Was the resolution unanimously agreed to by the 
members who were present ? 

A. That I am not sare about, but I think so. 

Q. What advances did you refer to in that resolution ? 

A. I understand it cost something to get the appropria- 
tion through the Common Council; I know it cost some- 
thing to get it through the New York Common Council ; 
and expense incurred in going to Albany and to Wash- 
ington, and getting the passage of the law itself, authoriz- 
ing the crossing of the river; all those little incidental 


expenses. 
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Q. Did you intend that resolution to cover, among other 
things, the money which had been paid through you to 
the New York Common Council ? 

A. I did, sir; I think it did cover it. Lthink about 
that time it was, for I got my money back, whatever it 
Was. 

Q. Do you know who prepared that resolation ¢ 

A. I do not. 

Q. Do you recollect who handed it to you? 

A. William C. Kingsley handed it to me, and I think 
he prepared it; although I don’t know. 

Q. Now, the resolution, I am informed by Mr. Barnes’ 
memoranda, has been altered on the record, so that the 
word “ fifteen” has been erased, and the word “ tive” writ- 
ten over it; which appeared by a microscopic inspection 
of the paper itself. Are you quite sure that the resolution, 
as offered by you, provided for the payment of fifteen per 
centum upon the amount of expenditures and advances ? 

A. Iam positive of it; and I am also positive of it 
from the fact that Mr. Kingsley called upon me, and 
asked me what was my recollection of the fact, and I said 
whatever it was npon the minutes at the time. 

Q. What is your independent recollection at this time ? 

A. I know it positively—that it was fifteen per cent. - 
I don’t think anything about it; I know it positively. s 

Q. Well, was any portion of this fifteen per centum on 
expenditures and advances actually paid? 

A. I only know by reference to. the books which My 
Barnes gives you there, sir. i 

Q. You have no independent recollection ¢ 

A. No, sir; and no reference tu the books, except what 
Mr. Barnes gave me there. Those questions are in rep] 
to a private communication I addressed to Mr. Baraat’ 
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asking him to give me the information. I knew he had 
been chairman of the Investigating Committee, from the 
fact that he had sent me a long printed statement; and 
when Mr. Kingsley partially denied the facts, I then pre- 
pared myself to show that what I said was correct. 

Y. This memorandum states that on the first of Jan- 
uary, 1371, the expenditures amuunted to $1,179,531; and 
that some one bad drawn from the-treasury, on authority 
of this resolution, fifteen per centuin of that amount, one 
hundred und seventy-five thousand dollars, and that that 
amount was charged tu general account, and afterwards 


_charyed to special expenses account, and again transferred 


to the lumber and material account, under the head of the 
construction account. Now, do you know anything about 
that matter ? 

A. I know nothing about that whatever. I suggest 
Mr. Barnes be called in reference to the Brooklyn Bridge- 
He knows all about those detail matters. He has been 
the Chairman of the Committee of Investigation, and has 
made them a study. 

Q. What I want to know now, Mr. Tweed, is whether 
you know anything about these mutters ? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Now, was the whole of this fifteen per centum actn- 
ally to be paid to Kingsley? 

A. It was. 

Q. Was no one to share it with him in any way. 

A. He was to pay buck the moneys we had advanced. 

Q. That you had advanced— 

A. In inoney, ete., and was to pay the balance of my 
stock, which I had paid twenty per cent. on. 

Q. That was an understanding between you and Kings- 
ley, was it? 
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A. Between Kingsley and myself. 

Q. How :nuch was it calculated bs the board of direc 
tors that the company would have to pay for land taken 
for the approaches? 

A. The details I don’t recollect; 1 think the entire 
amount, as submitted by the elder Mr. Roebling, was 
$3,500.000; the amount snbmitted by the younger Mr. 
Roebling was six millions. 

Y. That inclnded the approaches to the bridge, and the 
construction of the bridge np to high-water mark? The 
entire completion, or the land fur approaches simply, and 
the piers up to high-water mark? 

A. Toa certain distance, and the approaches. I was 
under the impression at one time that that meant the 
whole thing, bat I think it didn’t. 

Q. This resolution is to the effect that fifteen per cent 
shal] be paid to Mr. Kingsley, on expenditures and advances 
for the constraction of the foundation of the towers of 
the bridge on both sides of the river, np to high-water 
mark, inclading the payments for land. Now, theese esti- 
mates that you speak of now, were they estimates for 
these two items, or did they include the entire bridge? 
What is your impression ? 

A. My impression is that that resolution intended to 
cover six millions of dollars, but how far it reached I don’t 
know that I was very thorough in. 

Q. Well, now, the fifteen per cent. was nnderstood to 
cover alone the cost of material and construction, salaries 
to officers and wages to laborers, and the land for ap- 
proaches ? 

A. Every expenditure incurred, of every nature. 


. Q. Was it part of the plan that that tifteen per centam 
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should continue to be paid for subsequent expenditures, 
made necessary by the further progress of the bridge? 

A. I don’t think they entered into the consideration of 
it at all. I don’t think that subject was ever spoken of at 
all. 

Q. How much was it calculated at that time that the 
whole bridge was intended to cost? 

A. I don’t know; I think six millions. I thought, at 
the time, that was intended to cover everything. 

Q. Well, now, did you, and the others who were with 
you in this arrangement, expect to make any money 
out of the bridge, further than came from Kingsley’s 
fifteen per cent., and the stock which had practically been 
given to you? 

A. We expected to have a good dividend out of the stock, 

,and expected to have the control of a great many laboring 
men ; and [ expected Kingsley to pay the balance of my 
stock. 

@. Was there any understanding at all between you 
and Mr. Kingsley with regard to that matter? 

A. No direct understanding—a talk about it being a 
great deal of money—which was virtnally assented to, 
without a direct assent. It was proposed to divide it, not 
to leave it in the hands of one man. Kingaley entertained 
the proposal, and didn’t deny it. He,had at that time ex- 
pended one hundred and fifty thousand dollars in some way 
or another, and I know that, when Henry C. Murphy 
bronght me the checks to pass the resolution in the Com- 
mon Council, there was either one or two or more checks 
of Kingsley there. Was it Kingsley’s or Keenan’s name 
was on them? 

Q. Did he ever go into details as to how he had 
expended that much money ? 
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Q. Do you know whether any members of the manage- 
ment were interested in, or controlled, or held contracts 
with any stone or granite quarries? 

A. 1 think Mr. Kingsley was interested in a stone 
quarry—a granite quarry. I know once I wanted to get 
the stone put there from a quarry I was interested in, and 
found it impossible; he was in the way. 

Q. Do you know what quarry ! 

A, No, sir; I was connected with so many myself for 
furnishing material to the city, that my memory is con- 
fused with regard to them. 

Q. As to lumber, do you know whether any of the 
managers had any interest in a saw-mill or lumber com- 
pany? 

A. Idon’t know. 

Q. As to uther material—wire and cablee—do you know 
anything about them at all? 

A. I never knew anything about them at all. 

Q. With regard to the land which was to be taken for 
the approaches to the bridge—do you know whether any 
members of the management had any interest in that land 
in any way? 

A. I don’t know; I don’t think they had; we selected 
very excellent persops to appraise the lands, and were 
governed by their opinion. 

Q. Now as to the caissons from Webb & Bell ? 

A. That was given to thom after an open competition, 
I think. First our circulars were sent out, and we had 
the bids from three, 1 am sure, and from five or six, I 
think, 

Q. Was that bona fide ? 

A, That was bona fide, as far as I know. 
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Q. Were there any other commissions, or any other 
purchases, coming back to the managers, or any of 
them ? 

A.: None that I know of, sir; I thiuk not. Mr. Kings- 
ley had it under contro]. He was the antocrat, and did as 
he pleased, 

Q. What, if anything, do you know about the follow- 
ing resolution; “ Execntive Committee Meeting, June 20, 
“1870. Hesolved, That seventy thousand dollars be pro- 
“ posed to owners of residue of eee. half of Pier No. 
“29, New York.” 

A. T have no recollection of it at all, sir. 

Q. You know nothing about that at all? 

A. I have no recollection of it at present. 

Q. The following resolution ; have you any recollection 
of it? “ Executive Committee, September 6, 1870. Re- 
‘* solued, That the Committee accept the report of the 
‘‘Committee of Appraisers, etc., and pay one hundred and 
“ fifty thonsand dollars, for one hundred and fifty-five 
“feet of Pier No. 29, New York.” 

A. IL -recollect something of the kind; I don’t recollect 
the resolation direct, but I recollect a resolution of that 
nature. 

Q. Was there anything about that transaction which 
put money into anybody’s pocket, except into the Treasury 
of the County of New York? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Do you consider that was bona fide ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now as to the following resolution, passed Septem- 
ber 6, 1870, to the effect “That the company approve and 
‘‘ adopt a contract made with the owners for the purchase 
‘Sof residue of land required for tower on the New York 
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“side of the river, at the price of seventy thousand dol- 
“lars.” Do yon know anything about that? 

A. Ido not, sir; I recollect that before that time we 
appointed appraisers, and were governed by their opinion, 
I think; 1 don’t know who the gentlemen were. 

Q. Do yon know of any person making money out of 
those transactions ? 

A. I do not, sir. 

Q. What do you know with regard to the following: 
‘March 6, 1871. President Murphy reported that he 
“had negotiated with New York for land, etc., for tower 
“on the New York side, which was complicated by lease 
“to Roosevelt Street and South Seventh Street Ferry 
“Company, and for which special damages were asked, ap- 
“praised at eighty-two thonsand dollars.” Do you know 
anything about that ? 

A. No recollection of that; 1 presume it was done, 
however. 


Q. Who drew the New York Bridge Company’s charter ; 
do yon know? 

A. I think Mr. Murphy ; 1 don’t know, but I think so. 

Q. Did you ever hear any one say 80? 

A. I don’t know that I did; that was my impression 
at the time and afterwards. 

Q. You don’t recollect now from what circumstances 
that impression was created ? 

A. I do not; that was done long before I had any con- 
nection with the bridge. 

Q. Did you understand that by that charter the mana- 
gers were responsible to any one, or restricted in any way 
in contracts they shonld make ? 

A. I think not, sir; I understood it was an open charter. 

Q. Now, Mr. Tweed, generally do you know of any 
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other matters connected with the Brooklyn Bridge Com- 
pany, or the management thereof, which was improper in 
any way ? 

A. I do not. 

@. With regard to the presents that Jones & Company 
and Rogers & Company were in the habit of giving em- 
ployees of the city government and county government, and 
afterwards charging against the city and county as station- 
ery, I usked yon if you would refresh your memory, 8v a8 
to be able to state the names of any persons who go re- 
ceived such presents. 

A. I stated last week that myself, Mr. Peter B. Sweeney, 
Mr. Connolly, Mr. King, and I thonght pretty much all 
public officers, received presents; Mr. Hayes also. 

Q. What position did he occapy? 

A. Supervisor Hayes, I mean. What I have asserted 
Mr. Jones and Mr. Rogers both told me—that they were 
giving presents. I know they were to me, and I believe 
they were to most every one in the city departments. 

@. Can you remember any one else? 

A. I can’t remember any one else. If you will furnish 
me the official records of 1870 and 1871, and give me a 
clerk, also, to assist me, I can give yon the names, or a 
great many of them. 

Q. I asked you, with regard to your private pay-roll, 
to furnish me the names of all persons upon it, who held 
sinecures, and who were paid money from the public 
treasury for services which they didn’t render. Are youn 
prepared to answer that question ? 

A. I am not prepared to answer that, for I expect Mr. 
King to return to the city, and I presume, with the help 
of the prosecution, I can tell most every one on it; but I 
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don’t know that I could in any case tell them all, becanse 
sometimes fictitious names were used on the pay-roll. 

Q. Are you prepared to answer it in part ? 

A. With the assistance of the two gentlemen from the 
Department of Public Works, I have made a cursory 
inspection of the pay-rolle of the Street Department during 
my connection with it. Although I am satisfied that there 
are many persons on those pay-rolls who never rendered 
any service for their pay, who received it I am unable to 
distinctly recollect. The pay-rolls for inspectors in the 
Department of Poblic Works during the years 1870 and 
1871, are, to my belief, and best of my recollection, com- 
posed entirely of such persons. The names of some per- 
sons are on the pay-roll for $1,200, $1,500. and $2,000. 
Many of these were not residents of this city. Thev were 
appointed about July, 1870, at a salary of about $2,000 
apiece. Those appointments were made to oblige some of 

the Repnblican senators, who aided in the passage of the 
charter. I am confident there are many others, like the 
above, who received their pay without performing any 
services for it, but I can’t specify them now. The Pay- 
rolls and papers are still at my disposal, and I will endeavor 
to further carefully examine and investigate, and wi ll 
report to your honorable Committee the result, if not 
fully, to a very much larger extent. Let me say right 
here, that sometimes there would the same name appea 
half a dozen times on the pay-rolls, of differ jl 
aed : pay-rols, of different men, ang 
I can’t individnalize the men, nor the services they 
formed. etches 


Q. Consider that that question is still before 
Tweed f qe Hoare 
A. I would ask the Committee to let 


that u ¢ 
stand until Mr. King returns, if possible. qWestion 
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Q. Now, I asked you last session the following ques- 
tion: “Give me as far as you can the names of those 
“* persons who, from the beginning of the fraudulent per- 
“centage arrangement under the old Board of Super- 
“ visors, running through the settlement of adjusted 
“claims, and afterward through the Board of Audit, 
“who were perfectly cognizant during all that time of 
“the manner in which the Supervisors, or the Comp- 
“troller, or the Board of Andit, were committing these 
‘irregular and fraudulent practices ?” 

A. Asthe question now stands I haven’t named but one 
or two meu who would come under that head, because 
they would come in from time to time. I don’t think 
there is any that applies to that question but Mr. Con- 
nolly. 

Q. I mean any concerned in these frauds who were 
cognizant of then from the beginning down to 1871. My 
object is to identify those persons who were entirely cog- 
nizant of these fraudulent transactions, and tv reparate 
them from those persons who came in afterwards for one 
or two particular mnatters ? 


Mr. Townszenp—He certainly couldn’t do that, because, 
from my understanding of Mr. Tweed’s business at that 
time, they didn’t form into a permanent organization for 
these things; they fell in at different times, but they all 
became versed in the manner of the dealings. 


Mr. Core—I want to know the men who were in sym- 
pathy with you and knew what you did from time to 
time ? 

A. I can mention only those 1 mentioned before. 

Q. Who were they ! 

A. Mr. Woodward, Mr. Hugh Smith, Mr. Connolly, 
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Peter B. Sweeney, James M. Sweeney, Oakey Hall, James 
H. Ingersoll, A. J. Garvey, John Garvey, E. A. Wood- 
ward, John T. Keyser, George 8. Miller, John McBride 
Davideon, Edward Jones, J. B. and W. W. Cornell, John 
P. Barnard, Iugersell, Watson and Company, Supervisors 
James Hayes, John Fox, Henry Smith, John R. Briggs, 
Isaac Oliver, and A. J. Bleakley knew pretty much all 
that was going on—East Chester Stone Quarry, and J. B. 
and W. W. Cornell. 


Mr. Lzwie—Mr. Tweed, one of the letters handed up 
to the Committee, written from Albany, bearing date 
May 17, 1871, which reads as follows : 


Ausany, May 17, 1867. 

Drar Twrexp—Hutchings’ man, whom he wants ap- 
pointed, is Martin B. Brown, No. 201 William street. He 
was the Fire Commissioner. 

Yours, truly, 
A. Van VEcHTEN. 

Q. I am informed that the Mr. Hutchings referred to 
there is Mr. Waldo Hutchings, the lawyer, and not S. 
C. Hutchings of the Albany Evening Journal ? 

A. That may be so. I did business with Mr. Van 
Vechten for Mr. Waldo Hutchings ulso, and I have done 
business with Mr. 8. O. Hutchings. 

Q. I understand, also, that Mr. Brown did not receive 
the appointment asked for? 

A. That I don’t know, sir. I think not. I only found 
those letters when I was hunting over some old papers 
that I have been over twenty times. The other letter re. 
ferred to S. C. Hutchings, I know. I don’t pretend, as 
I ssid before, to remember everything that happened in 
my life, and so many things happening in my life ; and 
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eome persons appear to think it is a great sin that I don’t 
remember many things that happened tome. Let me ask 
that I can have a copy of my testimony as far as it has 
gone, as it is corrected. 


Mr. Corze—You mean the corrected copy of it? When 
it is printed ? 

A. Oh, certainly ; just as coon as it is printed ? 

Mr. Lrwis—Mr. Tweed, at the next meeting of the 
Committee, I will ask you, through the counsel, to give 
the names, as far as you can, of all persons, of either poli- 
tical faith, whom you have, at any time, since your first 
connection with the Board of Supervisors, had corrupt 
dealings with, and would suggest that you name only such 
persons as you have evidence in relation to. 

A. The question of evidence, you know, will depend a 
good deal upon what you call evidence. 


Mr. Lew1s—The object is to omit everybody you may 
have any doubt of. 

A. I will omit everybody I have any doubt of. 

Mr. Corz—I asked you at a former session to give me 
the amounts which The New York Printing Company 
and the other associations from which it sprung made 
from the city. Are you prepared to answer that now? 

A. Ihave, as far as I have been enabled to obtain informa- 
tion. I find, during the year 1870, The New York Printing 
Company received $39,165.15; in 1871, $221,118.66. 
Total, $260,283.81. Manufacturing Stationers received 
in 1870, $77,451.77 ; in 1871, $109,049.89. Total, $286,- 
495.01. ‘Lhe Zranscript Association received in 1869, 
$67,163.10; in 1871, $85,808.59. Making a total of 
$152,971.69. The Transcript Advertisement in 1869, 
$71,294.57; in 1870, $45,000; in 1871, $85,828.40. Total, 

17 
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$202,129.97. And in the three years the grand total 
amounted to $801,874. That I obtained from a newspaper 
printed about four years ago, which I believe to be cor 
rect. 

Q. Have you any recollection at this time of whether 
or not there was ever any consideration paid to any per- 
son for any of the ferry leases ? 

A. That was done by the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund, with which I had no connection. 

Mr. Cowinc— Were you one of the commissioners for 
the building of the Court-house in Harlem ? 

A. I was. . 

Q. Do you remeinber whether or not the city was de- 
frauded out of any money at the time when you weres 
commissioner ? 

A. Mr. Genet had the entire control of that, andl 
signed everything he brought me. 

Q. Have you any recollection of the facts ? 

A. Not personally; nothing except what appeared on 
the trial of Mr. Genet in 1873. © 

Q. Who were the co-comumissioners t 

A. Genet, I think; and whether both of the judges 
were commissioners or not, I don’t know; but one cer- 
tainly was. Judge Porter was, and Judge McQnade: 1 
don’t know, I think Judge McQuade was. If the com- 
mission was four, McQuade was one; if the commission 
was three, he was not. 

Q. Were either members of the Tammany General 
Committee at that time ? 

A. I don’t know, but I think go. 

Q. Judge Porter was not ? 

A. I don’t know, but I think he was. 

Q. Do you remember whether John Cox was a com- 
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missioner for the construction of the Jefferson Market 
Court-house ? 

A. I know he was. 

@. Do you know whether the city was defrauded in 
that ? 

A. I don’t know. That was done mostly since my time. 

Q. Do I understand you to say that Mr. Conner, the 
late Sheriff of the City of New York, was cognizant of 
those frands ? 

A. At three different meetings I have stated positively 
that I thought he was not. 

Alderman Cowmse—Now, Mr. Tweed, I have a list of 
names here, which I would like to hand to you. 

A. I prefer you would call them; I don’t want the re- 
sponsibility. 

Q. I will hand the list to you. 

A. Won’t you read them to me yourself, sir? I don’t 
want to introduce the names of men here, on anonymous 
communications, nor do I want to stand up here and fight 
every nan who chooses to address the committee in that 
way. If this is a dona fide communication, I shall take it 
np aud— 

Q. This is a question which I take the responsibility of 
asking myself. 

A. I shall answer it with pleasure. I thought it was an 
anonymons communication. Then it can’t be said that it 
18 a party matter. 

Q. “At the time you were in power,” the question 
reads, “ were not the following persons active members of 
the Tammany Committee, when Sweeney and yourself 
were in power?” I will hand you the list, and you may 
indicate such names on the list as were, and only such 
names. 
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A. I shall do so with pleasure, as far as I am able. 

Q. Run through the list, and indicate those you know 
were associated with you in the city government, at the 
time you and Sweeney were in power. 


Mr. Lewis—Before you answer that question, I would 
like to ask Mr. Cowing whether it is intended that he shall 
answer that only as to gentlemen who were connected with 
the Tammany Hall organization, or as to those who were 
connected with the frauds) There were many gentlemen 
on the Tammany Committee, and who are there now, who 
were in no way connected with these frands, and I pre- 
sume it is not the intention to mix them up with the 
frauds. 


Mr. Cowrna—I ask him if the names which I gave him 
were associated with him in conducting the city govern- 
ment during his time. One general question was put 
here as to Jones & Company. The question was asked 
as to who had received presents. The answer was: 
“Pretty much everybody conected with the city govern- 
ment,” and it seems to me that if he should name those 
who were in the city government at the time, he would 
name many who possibly had received presents from Jones 
& Company. 


Wrrwxss—There is a heading here I would like the 


Alderman to tear off, because in copying it may all be 
taken together. : 


Mr. Cowinc—I don’t desire you shall bring up any 
names which were not associated with you prominently in 
the management of the city affairs. 


Mr. Townsznp—Mr. Chairman, as this is certainly now 
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a political matter, wonld it not be well to put the whole 
thing into one question, where the names of all can be 
put in in a lump, whether republican, democratic, Tam- 
many or anti-Tammany ? 


Mr. Cowme—That can be handed up asa portion of 
that; and if there is any to be added to that, that can be 
done afterwards ; but I would like the witness to answer 
now, as to the question which has been put into his 
hands. 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Chairman, I certainly think the question 
in this form is improper ; it is calenlated to mislead, and, 
if insisted on, it should include the names of all persons 
who were associated with the witness, of any party, in the 
management of the city government, and should not be 
confined to an ambignons question concerning one political 
organization. 


Mr. Townsenp—With all due respect to the honorable 
committee, I shall object, myself, to his answering this 
question, unless it is to be followed by questions such as I 
suggested a moment ago, in reference to other parties, be- 
cause this seems to me a selection of a certain number of 
names of a certain party, without asking whether there is 
any frand connected with the names, but for the mere 
purpose of stigmatizing those persons as having been con- 
nected with him in the city government at that time. Let 
Mr. Cowing ask Mr. Tweed to give the names of any of 
them, at that time associated with him in the city govern- 
ment, who received presents. 


Mr. Corze—There is no objection to that. 
Alderman Lewis—I think the question ought to be 
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divided. I raised this objection before. In my judgment 
the name of no gentleman should be connected with this 
matter except he was connected in some way with the 
frauds. If there be any gentleman a member of the 
Tammany Hall Organization, who was guilty of defraud- 
ing the city, let the witness state what he knows in that 
regard. , 


Mr. Cotx—Or who is accused of some offense. 


Alderman Lewis—Yes; or who is charged with any 
participation in the frauds. It has been stated that thie 
investigation had no political aspect whatever, and I 
intended to ask when the witness had answered the ques- 
tion propounded to him by Alderman Cowing whether 
there was any officials belonging to any political or- 
ganization in any way connected with these frauds, which 
would have brought out all that should be properly sought 
for, without any reference to the political proclivities of 
the gentlemen whose names might be mentioned. 


Alderman Cowrse—lI am sure that my assuciates can- 
not be more careful than 1 am not to bring in the name 
of anyone who has not been connected with these trang- 
actions. If any vames in that list are free from such an 
imputation it can certainly do them no harm to have it go 
stated ; but if there are any names on that list which I 
have handed to him who were connected with them. I 
think the public are entitled to know it. So far as poli 
tics is concerned, the investigation has been mainly ee 
cal thns far. - 


Mr. Ootz—Does Alderman Cowing mean to 
this investigation has been pulitical 1 say that 
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Alderman Cowinc—There have been two or three mat- 
ters in reference to suits pending against the city, that 
have been gone into; but with that exception the investi- 
gation has been purely of a political character. 


Mr. Cotr—I think, in justice to the rest of the Commit- 
tee and tothe Examining Counsel, the Alderman should 
state wherein the examination has been purely political. 


Alderman Cowine—When 1 am placed on the stand as 
a witness I will answer that question. 


Mr. Corzr—Then I think it would be better for you not 
to make remarks of that kind unless you cau substantiate 
them. During the whole investigation this was the first 
time a political organization had beon dragged in. All 
the questions | have propounded were of a general char- 
acter, and within the purview of the resolution under 
which they were acting. 


Mr. Townsenn—I do not wish it to be understood that 
there is the slightest objection to answer any of these 
questions, but it seems to me that a general question 
should be put to witness so as to include all persons with- 
out distinction of politics. 


Alderman Cowme—lIt is very possible and probable 
that there is not one of those names who had anything to 
do with the city government when the witness was in 


power. 

Mr. Coz (addressing Alderman Cowing)—Now, Alder- 
man, don’t you know that you picked out names that you 
knew were in the city government then—or had them 
picked out for you. 
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Alderman Cowtxe—The counsel has no right to impugn 
my motives or criticise my action as a member of this 
Committee. 


Mr. Townsenp—After all this discussion, perhaps it 
may be as well if the witness should answer the question. 
It was merely a question of consideration for others 
whether he should do so now or not. 


Mr. TwrEp—I am quite ready to answer any question 
propounded to me, if directed to do so by my counsel. 


Alderman Cowre asked the official stenographer to 
repeat the question. 


The question, thereupon, was repeated by the official 
stenographer. 


Mr. Townsznp would suggest the following addendum: 
“ And the names of all persons of all political parties with 
whom you had any connection in the city frauds.” 


Alderman Cowme—I will cheerfully accept that amend- 
ment. If you can think of any one Republican or Demo- 
erat, I ask that you should name him. 


Mr. Tween, thereupon, asked to be furnished with a 
list of all parties, like the one handed to him by Alderman 
Cowing. 


Alderman Cowtre—No; I want you to anawer now. 


Mr. Townsrnn objected to witness answering the 
question. 


Mr. Twrzp—I am willing to answer it. The trouble is 
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that no one knows anything about the question except 
myself and Mr. Cowing. 


Alderman Lewis (to Mr. Tweed)—-Do you understand 
that the question is to name the gentlemen who were 
active members of the Tammany Hall General Commit- 
tee while you were running the city government, or those 
who were connected with the frands ? 


Alderman Cowmna—Were they not prominent members 
in running the city government ? 


Mr. Cotz—I think the witness should be given to under- 
stand what is meant by running the city government. 


Mr. Twzrp—I really don’t know what Alderman Cow- 
ing wishes (reading the question): ‘‘ Were not the folluw- 
ing persons active members of the Tammany Hall: 
Committee when Sweeney and yon controlled the city 
government, or during part of that time, and are they not 
members of the present Tammany Hall Organization ?” 


Alderman Cowma—The witness had no right to read 
that question or pay any attention to it. 


Mr. Corx—That is the question on the paper handed to 
witness, by Alderman Cowing himself. 


Alderman Lewis—The Committee have no knowledge 
of that paper. 


Alderman Cowrmve—That paper was handed to witness 
merely to refresh his memory. 


Alderman Lewis—lI object to the question, and for this 
reason: I object to dragging in the names into this inves- 
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tigation of gentlemen who were in no way connected with 
these frauds. I have no objection to the witness answering 
the question as far as relates to anybody in any way con- 
nected with the frauds however remotely ; but as to bring- 
ing in the names of gentlemen who had no connection 
with them, it seemed to me to he very improper; it might 
as well be asked if the late A. T. Stewart was a mem- 
ber of the Tammany Hall Committee at that time. 


Mr. Twexrp—There is not a name on there in any way 
connected with the frauds. 


Alderman Cowixe—The witness has no right to answer 
the question in that way. 


Mr. Corz—I ask then if this question comes within the 
scope of our resolution under which we are conducting 
this investigation. Unless he is going on to ask were any 
of them connected with any city fraud how does he get it 
under the resolution? Alderman Cowing has said that 
xthis investigation has been mainly political. Iam astonished 
to hear Alderman Cowing say this. I have been careful 
to put my questions so as to include all persons connected 
with the city irrespective of political partiee—Democratic 
or Republican; and during the whole of the investigation 
this is the first time that a political organization hag been 
dragged in, and the question asked, “ Did this man belon 
to Tammany Hall, or not?’ All the questions I hawe Said 
pounded were of a general nature. It seems to me that 
under the resolution appointing the Committee to find out 
who had committed the frands on the city, the questio 
proposed does not come within its purview. If this es 
of inquiry be pursued, the Democratic membera of th 
Committee may ask witness, “Do you know any one in ASS 


Custom-house or any other organization, who was in the 
local government at that time?’ and we will never get to 
the end. Even if all the names on that list had been 
members of the Tammany IJall General Committee what 
effect could that have in this investigation, unless they 
were connected, or were to be connected, in some way with 
the frauds against the city. 


Alderman S.evin said that if any of the gentlemen on 
that list of names were in any way connected with the city 
frauds he could understand the pertinency of the question, 
so if Alderman Oowing proposed to connect any name 
there with any of the frauds. But if he meant to ascer- 
tain merely whether any of them belonged to the Tam- 
many Hall organization, it seemed to him that it has no 
relevancy whatever. 


Alderman Lewre—I again wish to say that this question, 
unlegs it is proposed to follow it up by connecting the 
names on it with the frauds against the city, is not within 
the province of this Committee. 


(Alderman Lewis here read the resolution of the Board 
of Aldermen appointing the Committee.) 


Under that resolution we have no power to examine 
any matters of this kind, unless they relate to the “ Ring 
Frauds.” Now if it is intended to connect any gentle- 
man on that list with these frauds, we have a right to 
make the witness answer, otherwise not. 


Alderman Cowmce—In answer to the first gentleman 
(Mr. Cole), his remarks have not convinced me, nor has 
the testimony convinced me that this investigation has not 
been in its nature political to a large extent. So far as 
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the question I have asked is concerned, I think if he will 
turn to the testimony that has been given he will find that 
he himself, substantially, asked the same question ; and 
the witness said that if the lists should be furnished to 
him he would indicate the names as far as he could. For 
some reason or other counsel now wished to leave it out, 
and this is the reason | now have for asking it. 


Mr. Corz—I have no objection to the witness answering 
it if full lists of all parties be given to him. 


Mr. Twerp—I will cheerfully answer the question if 
the lists be furnished to me. but | cannot carry the 1,200 
or 1,500 names of the General Committee in my head. 


Alderman Cowmne—I simply ask whether members at 
present of the Tammany Hall General Committee were 
associated with you in the city government—if there 
be any other corrupt men in the city government, 
whether Democrats or Republicans; and my object is if 
they are corrupt to pull them down from power and 
place them in the same position, and shunned and avoided 
as you are. If that be a fair question I wish it answered. 
but if you refuse to do so it will answer my purpose just 
as well. 


Mr. Corz—It will answer the gentleman’s purpose just 
as well whether the question be answered or not. What 
then is the gentleman’s purpose if it be not political, when 
he says that his purpose will be equally well served whether 
the question be answered or not. His purpose should be 
to bring out all the testimony which goes to show the com- 
plicity of any one in the frauds, with a view that the city’s 


interests may, if possible, be protected, and not to find out 


who was or who was not connected with a particular polit- 
ical organization. Now, I shall ask the gentleman, as a 
matter of justice to me, to point out a single question I 
have asked witness that did not look directly to the ascer- 
tainment of the persons who where connected with the 
fraud against the city, or who received the city’s property, 
or who got money from the public treasury—which we 
might be able to get back. If I have done so, I shall 
admit that I have committed the gravest error. But from 
the beginning of this investigation my only motive was 
to find out who were guilty of fraud with a view to have 
them punished, and to protect the interests of the city. 
If any possible answer to the question would aid the Come 
mittee in tracing the frauds which they were appointed to 
investigate, then it would be a proper question; but if 
by no possibility could any answer to it tend to throw any 
light on the matter, then it was not pertinent, and tried by 
that rule it is not, in my judgment a proper question; 
but if the gentleman says that his purpose is as well 
served by the witness refusing to answer the question 
as by his answering it, then I say that the anznus by 
which the gentleman is prompted is absolutely patent—to 
throw mud on the Tammany Hal] Organization, and that 
alone. 


Alderman Cow1ne remarked that the counsel presented 
himeelf as a sorry spectacle before the Committee. He 
had undertaken to lecture one of the Committee as to the 
questions proper to be submitted to witness. The gentle- 
man should know his position better. He was there sim- 
ply as the servant of the Committee and had no right to ~ 
criticise or object to any question. I say the question is a 
pertinent one, and a8 far as the insinuation is concerned 
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that I put it for partisan effect, I deny it. If those men 
on that list, or any of them, were connected with the wit- 
ness in running the city government at the time he was in 
power, it is but right we should ascertain that fact, whether 
they belong to the Republican or Democratic parties. If 
any Republican has been dishonest, I am perfectly willing 
that he should be exposed. 


Mr. Townsenp—I shall advise my client to answer this 
question. He cannot afford to be placed in the position 
of declining to answer it when political questions were 
involved. While I do not deem the question in its 
present form, on a partial list, a fair one, I do not wish the 
impression to go abroad that my client cares “either for 
Democrats or Republicans. I shall, therefore, direct him 
to answer any questions that may be put to him. 


Alderman Lzws—I do not object to the witness an- 
swering the question on any political ground whatever; 
but there were names of gentlemen on that list who were 
in no way connected with the frauds against the city. I 
think it a most cruel thing therefore that their names 
should be dragged into this investigation. If it can be 
shown that any of them has been connected with the Ring 
Frands, I have not objection to the question ; but I do ob- 
ject to have names brought in here of gentlemen who 
have had no connection with them whatever. 


Mr. Townsznp—I shall ask the witness then to state 
whether-any of these gentlemen on that list of names, and 


if so, which one was in any way connected with th 
frauds. 4 


Mr. Corz—Before we go into that matter I would like 
to know from the Committee whether I was selected from 
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the office of the Counsel to the Corporation to act as the 
“servant of the Committee ;” for the mere purpose of put- 
ting to the witness such questions as might be furnished 
to me, (which duty might be performed by any of their 
employees or runners down stairs who could read the 
English language); or, whether as counsel, 1 was assigned 
to this Committee for the purpose of aiding them among 
other things in coming to 9 just and proper conclusion as 
to what questions were proper and legal under the provis- 
ions of the resolution appointing them. I began my 
duties by complying with a request from the Committee 
to give them an opinion concerning their powers. If I 
am here simply a servant for the purpose of asking 
questions put into my hand, why did the Committee ask 
me to give them a written opinion as to their powers. I 
think if it was proper for me to give them that opinion 
it is surely proper for me to advise them as to whether 
questions proposed are pertinent to the issues involved, and 
to see that the investigation is conducted in a legal man- 
ner and according to the rules of legal evidence. I have 
the highest possible regard for the Committee, but if I 
am here simply as a servant to do the bidding of the Oom- 
mittee, and merely to read their questions, I think the 
city would save money by hiring a boy for $4 a week to 
do that service, and I might return to my proper duties. 


Alderman Cow1ne disclaimed using the word “ servant ” 
in an offensive manner, but counsel seemed to be laboring 
under the impression that he was one of the Committee. 


Mr. Cox repeated his remarks that if it were consid- 
ered of sufficient importance by the Committee to call for 
his opinion with regard to the scope of their duties under 
the resolution appointing them, it was certainly of equal 
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importance that they shquld know what was a legal line 
of investigation or otherwise. If not he did not see what 
they wanted with a counsel at all. 


Alderman Lewis here read the resolution of the Board 
of Aldermen appointing the Special Committee and re- 
quiring the Corporation Counsel to detail one of their 
number to assist the Committee in their investigation. 
Under that resolution the Counsel of the Committee had 
a very large scope. 


Alderman Srevin thonght it might be as well if the 
witness as he came to each name would state whether he 
had been connected in any way with the frauds. 


Mr. Lewise—Or whether they had any knowledge of the 
frauds. 


Alderman Cowrnc—I will not know my own question 
by and bye. 


Alderman Lewis thought the question should be whether 
any of the names on this list was connected with the 
fraude or not. 


Mr. Twrep—I have uo objection to answer that ques- 
tion. 


Alderman Cow1na—-Please do not mention the name of 
any one not connected with running the city government 
at the time you were in power. 


Mr. Twrexp—lI don’t know that I can ans 
tion in that way. fhe tose 


Alderman Lewis—Name those only who were in some 


way or other connected with the Ring frauds or with any 
other frauds against the city government. 


Alderman Cowrxe—And who were connected with 
running the city government or had some knowledge of 
the frauds. 


Alderman Leww—That’s what I object to—ranning 
the city government. 


Mr. Townsenn thought that the cuestion should be so 
framed as to cover all parties and cases. There are 
Democrats who should occupy the same position that Mr. 
Tweed does, and Republicans also. 


Alderman Lewis—I object to the question unless you 
can state that there are names on the list that you can 
connect with the Ring frands. Are there any names there 
connected with the Ring frauds? 


Alderman Stevin—Have you read over the list care- 
fully ? 

Mr. Tweep—I have read it over carefully, and there is 
not a name there connected with the Ring Frauds. 


Alderman Lew1s—Then the question must be purely a 
political one, and that is what we want to avoid. To give 
@ political aspect to this investigation, would be to render 
all its work nugatory; and after what has transpired it 
innet be apparent that the question is one of a political 
character, and no answer to it would tend to throw light 
on the subject the Committee desires. to find out. 


Alderman Cow1nc—I want to find cut whether there 
is any name on that list who was cognizant of these illegal 
practices against the city government. 

18 
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Mr. Twexep--I have answered that question a dozen 
tirnes—no positively. As regards politics I know nothing 
of them and don’t want to. I did at one time, andI am 
suffering for it now. 


Alderman Cow1ne regarded the Committee as a sort of 
jury, and each member must himself judge whether a 
question he propounded was pertinent or not. 


Mr. Tweep—I am willing and ready to answer any 
question that may be put to me. 


Mr. Townsenp suggested that the Committee should 
agree upon a question that covered the whole case and 


propound it to the witness, to be answered at the next 
meeting. 


Mr. Corz then informed witness that at the next meet- 
ing he would ask him whether there was any one can- 
nected with the Tammany, Anti-Tammany, or Republi- 
can organizations who were connected with the Ring 
frauds, or any others in the city or county governments, 
and in the meantime he would supply witness with ful] 


lists. For the Republican list he would have to rel 
Alderman Cowing. FaRRAM 


Mr. Twrep—Asked that the question be given to him in 
writing ; the Committee did not seem to be aware of the 
labor they were imposing upon him in requiring an an- 
ewer to these questions ; they had no idea of the amount 
of labor it required to prepare answers to many of thei 
questions, to meet the demands of newspapers and of : 
eons implicated, and of correcting the reports of nye 
timony ; he was in receipt of piles of letters every 


about things which he was reported to have said, aey. 
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which he had not said; he wished, therefore, that the 
Committee would allow him the services of a clerk or 
copyist; he had, heretofore, been obliged to employ such 
assistance at his own expense. 


Alderman Lrwis--The Committee will endeavor to 
supply you with any assistance you may require. 


Mr. Coz and Alderman Oowr1ne here made graceful 
apologies to each other for the warmth of feeling into which 
they had been betrayed during the heat of argument. 


Alderman Lewis asked Mr. Tweed if he had not made 
a mistake in regard to the Mr. Hutchings who recom- - 
mended Martin B. Brown for a position, and if he was not 
Mr. Waldo Hutchings, a lawyer of this city, and not Mr. 
Hutchings of the Albany Journal. 


Mr. Tween said, now that his attention was called to 
the matter, that he believed it was Mr. Waldo Hutchings. 


The Committee then adjourned until next Wednesday, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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TWELFTH DAY. 


Ooroper 11, 1877—11 a. wm. 


Present—Alderman Lewie, 
SLEVIN, 


6 Cowra. 


Alderman Lews, the Chairman of the Committee, called 
the meeting to order. 


On motion, the reading of the minutes of the last meet- 
ing was dispensed with. 


Mr. Coz, connsel for the Committee, sent word he 
could not be present at the opening, as he was engaged in 
the Surrogate’s Court; but that he would come as soon as 
possible. 


Alderman Taomas Sues addressed the Committee, ag 
follows: I hold in my hand a copy of the Herald of veut 
terday, and among the checks stated to have been paid ont 
by Mr. Tweed, in the statement called his “ Confession.” 
I see my name among those who received money £rGnn 
him. It does not say that that money was given for an 
fraudulent or illegal purpose; nor does it say that ike 
money was returned. I desire, therefore, to be heard 
the Committee, under oath; and I certainly think sd 
Mr. Tweed will agree with me in the statement X : 
about to make in regard to that matter. I desire to re eT 
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the etatement for the benefit of the world and for my own 
benefit ; for I have lived twenty four years in New York, 
and I never borrowed a dollar or did an act that I am 
ashamed of. I have in my possession the checks which 
were paid in return for the checks referred to in his state- 
ment here, and I desire now to be examined by this Com- 
mittee with regard to them. 


Mr. Twrezp—I think that will be unnecessary after the 
statement which [ have prepared with regard to that pub- 
lication in the Herald is read. 


Alderman Suetzs thonght it dune to himself that the 
Committee should hear his declaration under oath, not- 
withstanding any statement that might be made by Mr. 
Tweed. The matter had got into the papers, and he 
thought it but right that his personal denial should appear 
through the same channel, under oath. 


Alderman Cowine snggested that it was possible Mr. 
Tweed’s statement, which he was about to make, would 
render any statement or denial from Alderman Sheils un- 
necessary. 


Alderman Surmuse—That may be. Still I request that I 
be sworn, that my testimony may be taken under oath. 
The money had been borrowed, I admit, but it had been 
honestly returned, with interest, and the transactions were 
in every respect strictly legitimate. 


Alderman Lewis was in favor of hearing the statement 
of Mr. Tweed first. It would take but a few minutes. 


Alderman Sxuus persisted in being sworn in order to 
make his own statement. A great many people might 
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eay that Mr. Tweed in the statement he might make 
would desire to cover up any fraudulent transactions be- 
tween them. He therefore desired to be sworn and to 
testify himeelf with regard to them in order that he might 
show to the public that they were perfectly honest and 
legitimate. 


Alderman Sievin assured Alderman Sheils that, after 
the statement by Mr. Tweed, an opportunity would be 
given to him to testify under oath if he eo desired. 


The Committee, after a brief consultation, decided to 
hear Mr. Tweed’s statement first. 


Thereupon, 
Mr. Tween read the following: 


Genriemen—Several days since | stated to yon that I 
would place in your hands at the close of this investiga- 
tion the statement which, through my counsel, I placed 
in the hands of the Attorney-General some months since, 
and which he returned to ine. [I also stated that upon 
you I would place the responsibility of the use which 
should be made of it. I was well aware, when I made 
that statement, that many persons were mentioned in that 
statement in connection with moneys which passed 
through my hands, who were guiltless of any offences 
whatever, and were in no way interested with me in an 
frauds. I supposed, of course, that you would place peed 
matters in the hands of the corporation counsel, and J] 
would be examined, perhaps, by him as to which of aaid 
checks were given for good and which for bad Purposes. 
That was the course which, toa limited extent, waa adopted 
with me by the Attorney-General, who sent Mr. Peckham 
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to examine me npon that point. The agreement on which 
the statement was made and handed to the Attorney- 
General is best given in his own language, as appears by 
the testimony given by him before the Senate Committee 
at Albany on May 1, 1877, and here produced from the 
New York Herald on May 2, and is as follows: 

Q. In what manner do you hold that paper—whether 
under restrictions or not—imder pledge of secrecy ? 

A.I told Mr. Townsend that there should be no copy of it 
made nor any publication made in any way whatever, un- 
less I acceded to their terms. [said that I might consult 
with whomsoever I thought it proper for the purpose of 
seeing whether any evidence furnished was of value. All 
intentions upon my part or yours, however, have been 
frustrated by the publication in yesterday’s Herald, and 
the parties who have been responsible for furnishing this 
information to the Herald mnst be responsible for the in- 
jury they have brought to many innocent persona I 
eolomnly affirm that I have had in my possession the 
statement which wus submitted by my counsel to the At- 
torney-General on the 17th of April last and returned by 
him to my counsel on the 138th of June, ever since that 
time, and I have also had since the statement was drawn 
all the original memoranda from which the statement it- 
self was prepared. Part of this statement has been under 
lock and key in Ludlow street and the other at my wife’s 
residence at Greenwich. Outside of my counsel’s denial 
of his connection with the publication [ know positively 
that he was not interested in it. It was the advice of my 
counsel as well as my own judgment that I should not 
offer my statement until the close of this investigation, so 
that I might prevent persons (who, not knowing what I 
had in proof), from denying my assertions, and I regret 
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that the publication was made at this time. Of course it 
is impossible for me to remedy all the injury which has 
been occasioned by this act, which can only be attributed 
sto the Attorney-General, or some person to whom he in- 
trusted my statement. I regret that innocent persens 
have been obliged to suffer in this way. Permit me at 
this moment to rectify eo far as I can the injury which 
has been done; but, before doing so, let me say that I do 
not pretend, bat on the contrary deny that the names of 
all, or even a majority of the persons mentioned on that 
list. were engaged in any fraudulent practices whatever. 

“A thorough examination,” Mr. Tweed went on to 
say, “was made by Mr. Peckham, and he knows what 
checks were given for corrupt purposes and which were 
not. I had no idea of handing this statement to the 
committee without explanation of these matters, but it 
appears there was a leakage somewhere. I am now ready, 
if Mr. Cole or any other gentleman wil] ask me the ques- 
tions, to answer abont these checks severally.” 


Alderman Saxits was then sworn, in accordance with 
his request, and made the following statement : 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Committee, I see 
by the papers, as I stated before, that I received from Mr. 
Tweed $3,000, indorsed by me, March 5,1867. That JI 
acknowledge. I did receive it on March 5, 1867, but I 
returned it on April 5, 1867—-within one month, I helieve. 
Mr. Tweed will bear me out in that. Tere is his Signa- 
tare, ecknowledging its return. I also received from him 
on October 2v, 156¥, $2,200. 1 alsu admit that I received 
that money from him, for which I was very thankful AS 
it obliged me very much. I also returned that mone 
back on November 23, with interest amounting to $14.35 
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T paid that money to the Broadway Bank—principal and 
interest. I merely make this statement in vindication of 
myself, and I know Mr. Tweed will agree with me. 


[Alderman Sheils here presented the checks he had 
given in repayment of the notes, which were indorsed by 
Mr. Tweed and said, that he had never received a dollar 
in his life for any improper purposes. ] 


Mr. Tweep—The first check I have seen, and it has my 
indorsement. There is no indorsement on this (the 
second check). I don’t recollect it. Iam very glad that 
Alderman Sheils has come forward now, because when I 
hauded this statement to the Attorney-General, I ex-. 
pressly said that the majority of those to whom those 
checks were paid were innocent parties; but as I did uot 
want to keep anything back, I divulged everything. I 
gave him my papers and memoranda in proof of it. By 
his direction, Wheeler H. Peckham called on me one day, 
and spent a couple of hours examining my papers. 
Probably his recollection will be refreshed as to those I 
pointed out which were not of an improper character. I 
have no claim against Alderman Sheils. I believe he 
always paid me everything he borrowed of me; as did 
also a number of the yentlemen mentioned in the state- 
ment that was published. I shall look over a bunch of 
denials published in a morning paper. The first one I 
will take is Oharles E. Loew. I borrowed money from 
him, and paid him back. I have a good recollection of 
that. The next is Felix Murphy. I have no doubt he is 
right. Mr. Galvin has a word to say, and he is correct. 
Mr. Richardson, I presume, is right about this check-busi- 
ness; but I had other dealings with him. Cox is right, I 
guess. Harry Howard I know to be right. He was al- 


282 


ways borrowing, and always in arrears, but he always paid 
it again. And I will say of him, that if ever there was a 
man who wanted to pay every dollar he owed, he was the 
man. As to Major Banks, now Mayor of the City of A\l- 
bany, I think it probable he did indorse that check, but I 
have no recollection of it. Ithink it probable that he 
paid the money. W.D. Murphy says that all the money 
he received was in 1869 and 1870, in two drafts. That is 
eo, I think. ; 

Those are all the denials I see here. I find a number 
of errors in the published statement, but they are wot 
materiul, and are owing to the haste with which it was 
prepared. 

Mr. Tween (resuming)—That paper (the statement) was 
written by my counsel ; and I don’t know that I ever had 
it in my hand. I heard it read. There are some errors 
init. There is one about Mayor Banks I have no re- 
collection of having any dealings with him. As Mr. 
Cole, the counsel for the Committee, is not present, I 
presume I may as well proceed, and go over those checks 
specified in the statemont that was published in the 
Herald affixed to the names of persons who had received 
money from me—showing what they were were for, and 
thereby undoing, as far as I can, the wrong done to inno. 
cent people by such 8 publication. 

Thomas Coman—That was borrowed money—a chec 
I think, for election expenses. Other checks of his follow 
and the only money I ever paid him for any impro : 
purposes was the money paid to hribe the Board of AR a 

“men, as I have already testified to in connection with th ; 
Brooklyn Bridge transaction—except that of Jannar cm 
1871, for $1,000, which was borrowed money. aca’ 


James Hayes—Some of this was for political expenses 
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and also for his dividend in connection with the Board of 
Sapervisore—some borrowed money—very little, I think. 

M. M. Pomeroy— Was all money lent. 

M. Grose—Subecriptions for charities. 

Charles E. Loew—-Was borrowed money which was re- 
turned. 

Andrew J. Garvey—These checks to Garvey it is not 
necessary to say anything about, I suppose. 

Henry Smith—That was borrowed money and dividends 
from the Supervisors’ Board. This is the Police Commis- 
sioner, not H. Smith of Albany, whom I never knew. 
Some of his good friends and sume of his bad friends in 
Albany are anxious to know about it. 

Wm. Walesh—Ho was on my pay-roll and was paid out 
of my own pocket for two or three years, $8,500 a year. 

John Cox—has been explained. 

E. A. Woodward—Is probably borrowed money, part 
of it, aud the rest out of the Supervisors’ dividend, as I 
have already ssid. 

CO. B. Woodruff—That was given in 1868, when he 
was sick and his friends were helping him. 

Douglas Taylor—That was for printing bills; I think 
abont election times. 

Walter Roche—That was for election expenses. The 
rest he got as Supervisor. 

George H. Parser—I don’t know what it was for. 

Anthony Miller—Money borrowed. 

Sheridan Shook—Borrowed money. 

Richard Shay—Borrowed money. He worked hard 
for me and I lent him that money. 

J. McBride Davidson—I guess every one of these was 
borrowed money. 

©. Campbell—I don’t know who he is. 
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A. Wilmer—Borrowed money not returned. 


Eugene Durnin—That was money given to him to pay 
some bill for me. 


J. F. Valentine—Election expenses. 
M. C. Murphy—Borrowed money and returned to me. 
John C. Jacobs—The same. 


James F. Pierce—Borrowed money and legal mat- 
ters. 


A. Ward—Borrowed money. 

Sewell & Pierce—That was for a lawsuit. 

W. Richardson—Partly borrowed money and partly 
other matters, . 

. A. D. Purtell—Election expenses. He had charge of 
the Third Ward at that time. He was treasurer of an 
institution in which I was interested. 

R. B. Bradford—Borrowed money. 

John Decker—The same. 

Hugh Hastinge—I have explained already. 

John Fox—Was for Supervisors’ dividends and bor 
rowed money. 

Nolan—Borrowed money, I think, to build a stable. 

Coyte—Borrowed money for political expenses. 

Small—The same. 

Thomas Sheile—He has explained himeelf. 

Genet—I think was mostly borrowed money and polit- 
ical expenses; and I bought some of the stock of the Staf- 
ford Pavement Co. from him. 

Ingersoll & Co.—We had various dealings, backward 
and furward ; the details of which I cannot recall. 

J. A. Farley—Borrowed money and election ex 
also a subscription to a church spe Penning 

C. Corson—Borrowed money. 


8. North—To defray expenses incurred, I think, by his 
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arrest. He was in Baltimore collecting soldiers’ notes, 
and was arrested. 

O. O. Callaghan—I don’t know. 

J. O. Salomon—Election expenses. 

E. Mannier—Borrowed money. 

John Nesbitt—Election expenses. 

E. Cuddy—The same. 

Isaiah Rynders—Borrowed money ; paid back. 

John Scott—Borrowed tnoney ; at back, or directed 
to be handed over to me. 

John Hogan I don’t recollect bouts 

J.J. Blair—Borrowed money ; paid back. 

J. H. Keyser—That is understood what that was. 

John Galvin—I have explained. 

McQuade—That I think was election expenses. 

Bryan Reilly—-I know was borrowed money ; think it 
was repaid. 

J. A. Farreil—That was a subscription to a church 
matter. 

W. D. Murphy—Money borrowed; think it was repaid. 

John Murray—TI don’t recollect about. 

Thomas Murphy—That must have been for the pur- 
chase of the property in Madison avenue, between Sixty- 
seventh and Sixty-eighth streets. 

P. H. Keenan—Borrowed money. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowme.) What Keenan do you refer 
to? 

A, Patrick H. Keenan, formerly Ooroner, now de- 
ceased. 


Mr. Tween (resuming his comments on the list) — 
Felix Murphy—I don’t know about. 
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Geo. P. Jones—I think that must have been money 
advanced on my check. 

C. H. Swan—Subscription. [le was Greene’s right- 
hand man. 

©. F. Norton—Senator. Borrowed money and repaid. 

Richmond—lI don’t recollect him. 

W. M. Graham—Borrowed money. ; 

Isaac Blood—That was a business matter, which I have 
forgotten. 

Alex. Frear—I don’t recollect what that was for. 

John A. Flagg—That was given while he was Aesem- 
blyman. 

M. L. Graham—The same. 

E. L. Patrick—lI don’t recollect about him. 

Clark—For a subscription, I think. 

C. B. Parson—That was for services performed in 
Albany. 

Now comes the Albany Argus check. That imay 
be as they have said. When I made that statement 
last week in my testimony, I merely did it to show 
that [had mentioned the Albany Argus in my state- 
ment to the Attorney-General. I did not charge 
any improper action in the matter. I nad said he- 
fore that I never paid the Argus any money that ¥ 
knew of. Now that has been commented upon and I have 
been derided and abused in connection with it—and that’s 
the way I am blamed all the time. 

William Caldwell—That I have explained. 

A. B. Banks—The same. 

W. Hitchman—That, I think, was a subscription fop 
election purposes. 

Wm. Dodge—I don’t know about. 

J. W. Cramp—I don’t know about. 
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8. C. J. Plum—Same. 

John Wildey—That was in relation toa base-ball club. 

I. Monaghan—TI don’t know about. 

P. Waterson—The same. 

George Beach—That is an Albany matter. 

O. W. Breunan—I don’t know abvut. 

T. J. Bradley, Treasurer—I don’t know who he is. 

J. E. Conlter—Borrowed money and repaid. 

Thomas Conner—I don’t know who he ie. I think he 
was an alderman in 1868, 

G. H. Purser—Already explained. 

Wilkins—Againu. He had charge of the Second Ward. 

Thomas C. Fields—I don’t recollect about. 

M. Conolly—The same. 

J. McB. Davidson—Again. 

J. McMichael—I don’t know about. 

James Riley—Tho same. 

Charles .McCleary-—The same. 

M. Haley—The same. 

Terenve Duffy-—Election matters. 

Wm. Furlong—The same. 

Haley, Muller, Dowling, Doffy, Miller, Brennan and 
Jones were all election expenses. 

Turning to the heading “ Additional notes and cheoks 
an hands of C. O'Brien Bryant,” he went on: 

Hastings—I have explained. 

Hugh Smith— Borrowed money and other matters. 

Sweeney— Was the same. 

Van Vechten—The same—some borrowed money and 
some for Albany matters. 

Alex. Ward—Was money advanced in 1870 for the Pey- 
roll of laborers, as I have already said. 

Terence Farley—I don’t know what that was for. 
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Walter Roche—Some borrowed money—very little. 
The balance, Supervisors’ matters. 

Charles E. Loew and Garvey—Already explained. 

E. Jones & Co.—I don’t know what that was for. 

‘New York Printing Company—lI don’t know what it is 
for. 

Democratic newspaper—I do not know what it was for ; 
bot it was never paid back. 

Here are a lot of checks payable to my own order, and 
indorsed by myeelf : 

‘Checks payable to his own order,” again. This shows 
conclusively that I did not intend to throw mad upon any 
one in this matter, because I include the checks payable to 


my own order. 


Loans anp Donations. 


Col. James Fisk, $1,000—I don’t know what that was 
for; I think a subscription for the Ninth Regiment. 

B. Kelly, $5,300—“ Borrowed money, and returned.” 
Mr. Kelly paid back all the money he ever borrowed 
from me, and he does not owe me a dollar. 

Joseph R. Warren— Don’t know what it is. 

John Carter—That was on the property in Eighty-sixth 
street. 

“ Checks, Subscriptions, and Investments.” [ suppose 
these are all right. 

The rest of these checks or donations [ don’t recollect, 
as a general thing, what they were for. I guess they are 
all right. 

“ Lawyers’ Fees” (in the statement were taken from 
checks in my possession. They were only retainers paid 
to the lawyers. The groes amonnts I suppoee are right. 

Now I shall take up this “ Confession ” in the order it 
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begins. I don’t knew that there is anything that I can 
explain here. Since I made the statement I have satisfied 
myself that all I said was true, and much more could be 
said. As to Mr. O’Brien’s claim I want to say in connec- 
tion with that, speaking of burning my books and papers 
in Duane street, it makes me say that I was assisted by 
my son. I said assisted by my clerks in the office. I 
cannot tell who did it, as all was hurry and confusion at 
the time. W. O. King, I think he was under indictment, 
but he was not. Printing Company is all right, and real 
estate matter is all right. 

Now it appears that I had a supplemental statement 
added to the original statement, in which the names of 
certain parties appeared. Isee the 7%mes refers to it in 
an editorial article this morning, in the following terms 
(reads extract from the article): p «747 

“The supplementary statement, which was drawn out 
in reply to an objection that the original confession was 
deficient in fullness and frankness of detail, is a some- 
what curious document. It treats of Tweed’s connection 
with the Erie and Central Railroads, with Thurlow 
Weed, John T. Hoffman, and the election to the Court of 
Appeals of Judges Folger and Andrews. The question 
naturally arises, did Tweed desire to avoid all reference 
to these persons and corporations, and if so, were the 
points of the supplementary statement suggested to him 
in the hope that he might say something which would 
prove as acceptable to certain Democrats at Albany as 
the previous ‘revelations’ had proved to Kelly and his 
associates in New York? His attempt to whitewash 
Hoffman is decidedly ludicrous, while his account of the 
little game by which Folger and Andrews were counted 
in is instructive though not new.” 
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Mr. Tweep continnes—As to the fair play of such. 
articles as that I shall not make any comment. That 
will be patent to any one who reads the explanation of 
the supplementary statement. When my counsel took 
the papers to Albany he returned and told me that Mr. 
Bigelow or Mr. [airchild desired further information 
on certain points, and he gave me these points in writing. 
I told him I was glad they had put their questions 
directly as I was willing to give them all the information 
in my power, and only desired to have my memory called 
to anything I might have forgotten or omitted. The day 
he returned I sat down with him, and this supplernentary 
statement was prepared and sent to the Attorney-General. 
I cannot say anything against Mr. Hoffman or Mr. Weed, 
though I suppose it would have gratified these gentlemen 
in Albany if I could; I couldn’t and didn’t. They went 
out of their way to bring in other names. Everything 


,in the supplementary statement was suggested by Bigelow 
or Fairchild. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—I notice in the supple- 
mentary statement that by the advice of counsel you 
barned your papers—do you remember the names of the 
counsel who gave you that advice. 

A. I cannot tell It says Judge Fullerton. I don’t 
think he advised me. He advised me with regard to the 
appointinent of a trustee; and as soon as I got that in- 
formation I advised with others. 


Mr. Townsenp said that witness had pnt nothing into 
those statements except by the advice of counsel. 


Q. You say you burned these papers under the : 
of counsel—who were they ? advice 
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A. I cannot recollect who they were except my son 
who did assist me. He was one of my counsel. I can 
readily understand how my present counsel could have 
mixed up names. These statements were made in a 
hurry, amidst constant interruption. He certainly 
mixed Mr. Banks up, and probably others. All this was 
done in secrecy. Mr. Edelsten says he was not 
present and was not the one who advised me. I 
think that is so. These papers were made out to 
show how the money was expended and upon whom. 
Their publication, without explanation, is very injurious 
to some people, and also to me. I regret it very much; 
but of course I am not responsible. Just before the 
Sweeney trial I was informed that his counsel had copies 
of that statement in his possession, but I don’t know it 
personally, though I think it was the case, and I think it 
had an influence in the settlement of the case. Now, 
there is one matter to which I will advert because it is 
one that is very much commented on—in relation to the 
James I. Weed matter. In an editorial article published 
in the Times of October 10th, is the following: 

“ The simple story told in another column of the ap- 
pointment of Mr. James I. Weed, of Cayuga, as a clerk in 
the Street Department in 1869, affords an instructive com- 
mentary on the loose way in which Tweed throws around 
charges likely to be acceptable to the political patrous who. 
are supposed to hold his fate in their hands. Young 
Weed was said to have been appointed at the solicitation 
of Senator Woodin. He was really appointed before Mr. 
W oodin was a Senator at all. His father, who was a 
former Republican member of Assembly, but has of late 
years acted with the Democrats, asked and obtained, in 
1870, a recommendation of his son from Senator Woodin, 
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to assist him in retaining his place on the reorganization 
of the department. On that slender basis of fact Tweed’s 
serviceable memory constructed sundry charges and in- 
sinuations, which are pronounced to be false in every 
particular.” 

Tweed aleo referred to an interview with Mr. Weed, 
published in The Times, stating that he (Mr. Weed) “ was 
appointed clerk in the Board of Water Register under 
the Croton Board on the 1st of June, 1869 (and not, as 
Tweed stated, in August, 1870), and this was some months 
before Senator Woodin’s first nomination as Senator; 
that he received that appointment entirely independent 
of Senator Woodin, to whom he was a stranger and 
whom he had, at that time, never met personally ; he con- 
tinued to hold his position until the first day of March, 
1873.” 

Mr. Tweed said: In this Mr. Weed is represented as 
saying that he was appointed by the Croton Board in 1868, 
and held office until 1873; I refer to the chapter of 1870, 
chap. 187, section 77, on page 385 of the Session laws of 
1870, which reads: “ The bureau of offices and positions 
now under the Street Department or Croton Aqueduct 
Department, respectively, are hereby transferred to the 
Department of Public Works, together with all their 
books, papers, documents, properties and public effects, 
and with the like authority and compensation, and the 
term of office of the several persons now holding office or 
position or employment under said Street and Croton 
Aqueduct Departments, shall terminate within five days 
from the passage of this act,” and of course, as Mr. Weed 
says, my statements are matters of record, and can be 
verified on examination. I ask him how he could hold 
office unless appointed by me after the five days prescribed 
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by the charter had expired. As tothe time of his removal, 
it was furnished me by an attache of the Department 
of Public Work from their records. 


Mr. Tweep—-One of the messengers of the Board of 
Aldermen handed me yesterday afternoon a copy of a 
question that was propounded to me at the last session of 
the Committee, as follows: 

‘“‘ All persons of either political faith with whom you 
have at any time since you were connected with the Board 
of Supervisors had corrupt dealings? I suggest to you 
to name only such persons as you have evidence in rela- 
tion to.” 

It is perfectly impossible for me to take that question 
up and answer it now, as there were some fourteen or fif- 
teen hundred names to go through on the lists. Besides 
it was understood that I was to go throngh the lists of each 
of the organizations and present the names together. The 
only list given to me was a list of the members of the 
Tammany Hall General Committee. The others were not 
sent to me. 


Q. Have you sifted the Tammany Hall list of the Gen- 
eral Committee ? . 
A. I have not. 


Mr. Townsznp—It was understood that the question 
should include the members of all organizations. 


Alderman Cowrmme—I have no objection to including 
everybody of either political faith who has been associa- 
ted with these frauds. 


Alderman Lewis—I have no desire that any one should 
be named unless he can be connected in some way with 
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the frauds. Yon are just in the same position now as you 
were at the last meeting. 


Q. Would you recollect the names, if they were brought 
under your notice t 
A. I don’t know that I would. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowine). What year was the money 
paid for the appropriation for the Brooklyn Bridge ? 

A. I think it was in 1868—after I was a member of 
the Senate. And speaking of bridge matters, I see that 
Kingsley has been interviewed, and says that he never 
paid me any money; and he never did. What I stated 
was that when Murphy gave me that money ; there were 
checks with Kingsley’s name, or with the name of Kings- 
ley and Keeney on them. I never said that he paid me 
any money to influence legislation, but that’s the way they 
garble what I do say. Men are interviewed and they 
attack what I have said, and [ am under a cloud of 
denials all the time—for things I never said. 

Q. You stated, I believe, that you understood that 
$65,000 was paid to the Board of Aldermen to confirm 
P. B. Sweeney in the office of Chamberlain. 

A. I 80 understood at the time. - 

Q. Do you remember who handled the money used to 
procure that confirmation ? 

A. I was not certain at the time I made the statement 
that the money was held by Mr. John Morrissey, but now 
I think it was. 


Q. Do you remember the vote by which he ! 
firmed? Sadak & 


A. I do not know now, but I did know at the time. 
Q. Lf the list of members of the Board of Aldermen of 
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that year were handedto you could: you tell who received 
the money ? 

A. I don’t thiuk I could. 

@. The only inference you could make would be the 
vote of the Board of Aldermen in the affirmative ? 

A, That would not follow as a matter of course. 

@. Are you able to say that you did not receive three 
times as much as $65,000 from the bridge company to 
obtain the appropriation for the bridge ? 

A. Yes; I am able to say, positively, that it was $55,000 
or $65,000, but it did not exceed $65,000. I am par- 
ticular about this because some of those gentlemen who 
received that money are now going round the streets and 
saying that I received three times as much. Murphy 
was a friend of mine, and that was all I got, but even if 
I had received three times the amount, it would have 

~been all right. They got all they asked, and it was 
mone of their business how much I got. 

Q. (By Alderman Oowrne)—You don’t think now that 
it is a proper thing to bribe a Board of Aldermen ; you 
don’t still adhere to those views ? 

A. Of course not; Iam simply speaking of my deal- 
ings with those people ; I handed them all that they asked, 
and that was all that was given to me. 

Q. Do you remember the fact that a great many safes 
were purchased during the time yon were in power ! 

A. Ido. 

Q. Who were they purchased from ? 

A. From J. McB. Davidson. 

Q. Have you any knowledge whether they went for 
illegitimate purposes ? 

A. No; I understood they were for presenta, and 1 be- 
lieve Mr. Davidson has sued almost everybody for them— 
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showing that he did not think the city should psy for 
them. 

Q. Have you ever thought the matter over, 20 as to be 
able to state the amount of lose that the city suffered from 
the fraud during the time you were in power? 

A. Inever figured it up. 

Q. Can yon give us an approximate idea ! 

A. I cannot. 

Q. Would it be nearer $60,000,000 than six millions ? 

A. I do not know; you ought to know better than me; 
you have better facilities for finding out by access to 
papers, etc. 

Q. What would be your best judgment ? 

A. I should say not. 

Q. Could you not approximate the amount ? 

A. I could not make an approximation because I have 
not the figures. 

Q. Is it not a fact that besides the large Ring, which in- 
cluded the four you have spoken of, there were others— 
wheels within wheels—moving in the city while yon were 
in power? 

A. I have so stated—that there were. 

Q. And they carried on business on their individul ac- 
count ? 

A. Yea, sir. 

@. Have you any knowledge of the men who composed 
those small rings ? 

A, Watson, Woodward, Ingersoll and others; I don’t 
remember who were in chen? that’s all I reonilect now ; 
if yon will mention any names and I can recollect them, 
I will answer to the best of my ability ; I don’t profess to 


carry in my head everything [ ever did and everything I 
ever knew. a 
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Q. You don’t remember any one else? 

A. I do not. | 

Q. Don’t you think it is possible, before we close your 
testimony, that you could let us know who those men were, 
in each district, who defrauded the people of the city of 
their franchises ? 

A. Yes, sir; I propose to do so; I shall give you every 
information in my power. 

Q. I understood you said you would refresh your re- 
collection, so as to give us that information ? 

A. I shall do so. 


Mr. Townsunp (to Alderman Cowixe)— Will you be kind 
enough to put that inquiry in the shape of a question? 


Mr. Twerep requested that these questions should be 
furnished to him in writing, for unless he made a minute 
of them he invariably forgot them. 


Alderman Cowixe—I understood from Mr. Tweed that 
it was cnstomary under his rule to give instructions to cer- 
tain leaders in certain districts not to count the votes, but 
to lump them, and to declare the result, 80 as to be uni- 
formly successful ; I now &sk him to refresh his recollec- 
tion that he may remember those men to whon: such in- 
structions were given, and who followed them, so that 
citizens may be no longer in danger of being counted out 
by them. | 


Mr. Twrsp—There is no objection to that. My counsel 
did not understand the inquiry at first. I shall. give all 
the information in my power if I be furnished with the 
documents | have asked for, so as to enable me to refresh 
my memory. 
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Alderman Lewm—The paper furnished you yesterday 
afternoon at 4 o’clock was merely a copy of a question 
that was asked at the last meeting, with a view of giving 
you an idea of what would be inquired into to-day. 


Mr. Twrep—My counsel advises me that the list of 
members of the different political organizations should be 
handed to me to enable me to answer the question intelli- 
gently, and that the responsibility of not answering should 
not rest upon me. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowrxe)—I think you said that the 
reason you did not make this statement earlier was because 
you, were advised by counsel not todo so. Who was your 
counsel who so advised you? 

A. My present counsel advised me not to give it to the 
public until it could be accompanied by the proper ex- 
planations, so as to make it of use to the city. No other 
counsel knew anything about it or ever saw it. 

Q. Is it a faet that Mr. Garvey did work in the houses 
of many officials at the expense of the city ? 

A. I don’t know. He may have done so. I know [ 
paid him large sums of money for work he did for me 
and mach more than any reputable mechanic would Have 
charged. 

Q. Is ita fact that Ingersoll farnished provisions and 
other things for different members of the Ring ? 

A. He never furnished me with any provieions, unless 
it might be a dinner once in a while, or an apple. I did 
not know that he was in the provision business. 

Q. I think you stated that T. W. Roe & Oo. had some 
dealings with you in the stationery business—do you know 
the members of that firm % 
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A. Ido not recollect the name of the firm, but I believe 
there was such a firm. . 

Y. Do you remember the individual membors of the 
firm ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was there a man by the name of Hugh Monaghan 
in that firm ? 

A. I don’t know. I don’t think IJ ever knew a man of 
that name. 

Q. Do you knew if a man named Nelson was in that 
firm ? / 

A. I donot. I never knew any one of that name con- 
nected with T. W. Roe & Company. I read the name off 
from the Supervisors’ record. 

Q. He was not a member of the firm of Roe & Oo. 

A. I know nothing of that firm, except one man, still 
those you have named they may have been members of 
that firm. 


Mr. Townsenp suggested that the Committee should 
now adjourn in view of the fact that the papers contain- 
ing the names of the Tammany, Anti-Tammany, and 
Republican Committee, had not been given to witness as 
promieed, and he was consequently unable to testify on 
the subject that day. He therefore asked that they should 
adjourn at this time, and any questions that may strike 
gentlemen as suitable to propound may be given to Mr. 
Tweed, that he may have an opportunity to answer them 
at the next meeting on Saturday. 


Mr, Tweep—lt is no use to adjourn till Saturday, as I 
ehall have no opportunity to prepare my answers by that 
time. It is of no use to adjourn for a few days. I find I 
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have to be very correct in my answers, for althoagh 
I know that what I say is correct, I don’t exactly know 
where to find the official data to support them; and I 
prefer to have the official statements before me. Besides, 
it is only right that I should have proper time to prepare 
my answers. I cannot work at night. 


Alderman Lewis intimated to witness that he would be 
furnished with all the assistance he should require; and 
if he thought of any books or papers that would aid him 
in answering questions, they would be given to him. 


Mr. Twrep—I would respectfully ask that I should 
have the lists of the Board of Aldermen or Board of 
Supervisors, which ever it might be which had the ap- 
pointment of Election Officers for the years during which 
I was in power; and I will endeavor to give the names 
of those who were implicated with me. 


Mr. Townsend suggested that Mr. Tweed had testified 
to the fact Ingersoll, McBride Davidson, Woodward, and 
several others were cognizant of the frauds. They had 
not been called as witnesses, and if they were not secured 
immunity from prosecution, he did not see why suits 
should not be commenced against them, so that the city 
might get some of this money. ‘ 


Mr. Tween said that he would like to have a conversg- 
tion with Woodward. He had been informed that he had 
been in the Chamber this morning; but he had not geen 
him. If Mr. Cole would intimate to Woodward that he 
(Mr. T.) wished to see him he had no doubt but he would 
come; and he hoped that he would do so. The interview 
might take place in his presence, or in that of any other 
person. 
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Alderman Lewts—The Committee will request Mr. Cole 
to take that course. We want to bring the investigation 
to an end as soon as possible. 


Mr. Townsenp—I hope that the Committee does not in- 
tend to dissolve on the conclusion of the testimony of Mr. 
Tweed. 


Alderman Lewis—Not at all. We are going to try to 
get back sume of the money taken from the City Treasury, 
if it is possible. 


The Committee then adjourned to Wednesday next, 
17th inst., at 11 o’clock a.m. 


THIRTEENTH DAY. 


Oocrosge 17, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
SLEvIN, 
is Cowra. 


Mr. Tween then called attention to several errors in 
the printed slips of the official report; which he corrected. 


Mr. Towneznp said that the mode of printing the correc- 
tions made in reports of the previous meetings. and which 
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had been reprinted again in subsequent reports, ought to 
be changed, as it made the reports somewhat ridiculous. 


Mr. Coxs said that the official report, when completed, 
would be different—that the printed slips were merely for 
the convenience of the Committee, the counsel, and those 
engaged in the investigation. 


Mr. Twxzzp—I have prepared a list of my real estate 
that I had in 1870 and 1871, and what I have done with 
it since; and my counsel, with the permission of the Com- 
mittee, will read it. 


Mr. Corz—There is another matter before we proceed 
to that: At the close of the last session of this Committee 
I notified the witness, that at the next meeting I would 
ask him to examine the entire list of the Democratic or- 
ganization known as Tammany Hall, the Republican 
General Committee, and the Anti-Tammany organiza- 
tion, and to state who, if any, upon these lists, were 
in any wise connected with the “Ring Frauds,” or with 
any fraudulent or illegal practices in connection with the 
government or affairs of the city and county of New 
York. I further stated, that I would charge myself with 
getting a list of the Tammany Hall General Committee 
and that I should be obliged to rely upon Alderman Cow- 
ing, who is the only Republican upon the Committee, to 
furnish a list of the Republican General Committee. I 
thought then, and I still think, that no one list of names 
connected with any one political organization should be 
eubmitted to this witness for the purpose indicated, unless 
all of them were. I had not, and I have not, the slightest 
objection, nor have any of the Democratic members of the 
Committee any objection, to furnishing the list of the 
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Tammany Hall organization. If, therefore, the list of 
the Republican organization, has been provided, I shall 
now go into that matter, handing Mr. Tweed both lists at 
once, and asking him the same question in regard to 
both. Here is the Democratic list; if the Republican 
list is here we will ask to proceed with this matter. 


Alderman Cowme—lI presume that these remarks are 
addressed to me. If they are, I will answer them in this 
way. The clerical matters connected with the business 
of this Committee are not performed by the Committee 
itself. The information which the counsel desires is ac- 
ceesible to everybody, and so far as the names on it are 
concerned, I will agree now, and here, that I will not ob- 
ject to any single name being put to Mr. Tweed; and I 
will not undertake to inculpate or exonerate one single 
man, no matter what may be his political affiliations. If 
any Republican has been guilty of a dirty or a mean trick, 
I will not raise any frivolous objections to sustain him, 
but will aid the Committee in the effort to expose him. 
So far as the list spoken of is concerned, | think it is ex- 
clusively the duty of the Clerk of the Committee to obtain 
it; and it would seem, therefore, that to ask me to obtain 
this list is, in some way, to impugn my motives, and to 
make me look as if I wanted to screen somebody. Such 
is not the case, and whatever questions I think proper to 
ask, I will ask, no matter whom they may hurt. That is 
my purpose, and so far as any committee of Tammany 
Hall, Anti-Tammany, or the Republican organization is 
concerned, I desire to say that the members of the 
Republican, and Anti-Tammany organizations have been 
pretty thoroughly sifted. Most of them have been in- 
quired abont, and the Republicans have not been spared ; 
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and I am glad of it. Iam glad that they have been ex- 
posed ; but it seemed to me that when the first question 
was put by me which in any way interfered with the Tam- 
many Hall organization, I was met by the combined op- 
position of my two Democratic associates and by their 
two counsel. It does not belong to me to furnish ques- 
tions to Mr. Cole, or evidence upon which they 
may be based. I will state here, however, that if 
he will place a list of the Republican Committee 
in Mr. Tweed’s hands, 1 don’t care how extensive it is, I 
will give my word that I will not raise a single objection 
or interpose in any way to prevent them being exposed if 
any of them deserve it. The reason I asked the question 
of Mr. Tweed vwéis not to show that the men who were on 
that list had committed fraud, but to show that they were 
prominently associated with him at the time they were 
committed ; and if they were not shrewd enough to know 
what was going on it showed that they were as incompe- 
tent to govern the city to-day, as they were at that time. 
I hope this committee will instruct some one to get these 
lists. The committee have the power to do so, but it is 
simply making a clerk of me to call upon me to furnish 
them. I do not choose to be placed in that position, but 
I shall render any aid in my power to facilitate the com- 
mittee in obtaining it. 


Mr. Townsenp—I think you will do me the justice to 
say that I withdrew any objections that I made to the 


witness’ answering the question as to the names on the 
list put into his hands. 


Alderman Cowie—I think you did; but at first you 
objected. zi 
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Mr. Townsenp—lI think that when you did the clerical 
work of providing the Tammany Hall list, that you might 
be equally willing to furnish us with the list of the Re- 
publican General Committee. 


Alderman Cowme—I had to employ a clerk to do that 
myself; and Ido not propose to do any more clerical 
work for the committee. 


Mr. Townsenp—I should think an application to these 
several committees would be sufficient to induce them to 
furnish complete lists of the names of their respective 
organizations. 

Alderman Cowime—I have no objection to the list of 
the Republican Committee being brought here, and to 
Mr. Tweed going over the whole list. I don’t think it is 
a disgrace to belong to any of these organizations. 


Alderman Lxwis—I am sorry that this question has 
been raised. This committee has nothing to do with any 
political organization—whether of Tammany Hall or any 
other. All it is concerned with is these Ring Frauds. I 
will ask Mr. Tweed a question. There isa list of the 
Tammany Hall General Committee for 1877 (handing it 
to witness), will you look at that list, and see if there be 
any names there of persons who were connected with the 
Ring Frands. 

Mr. Core—I will state that a similar list was furnished 
Mr. Tweed a few days ago. I will also say that 1 was 
not able to get a list of the Republican General Com- 
mittee, though I tried to do so. 


Alderman Oowrne eaid that the Chairman should give 
instructions to get that list. ‘ 
20 
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Mr. Corx—Alderman Lewis got this list. 


Mr. Twerp—lI had a list similar to this placed in my 
hands a few days ago. I examined it carefully, and I 
found no names there in any way connected with the 
Ring Frauds, or with any illegal practices. I will now 
look over it again. 

While I am looking over it now my counsel, Mr. 
Townsend, will read the statement of my real-estate and 
my transactions with it, which he holds in his hands. 


Mr. Townsenp reads as follows : 


I herewith place in the hands of this Committee a state- 
ment of the real estate which came into my possession 
during 1870 and 1871 and since that time, and of all that 
was owned by me in 1371; it is impossible for me, hav- 
ing no data to guide me, to detail the exchanges of prop- 
erty prior to that time; I can only eay that the proceeds 
of must of the real estate which passed from my hands 
prior to 1870, became merged in the property which I at 
that time was possessed of; [ think I can fairly say, and 
am willing to the best of my knowledge and belief to 
testify, that in the year 1871, the costs of the real estate 
I owned, together with my personal estate, was about two 
millions and a half of dollars, at no time in my life was I 

»worth more than from that amount to three million dol- 
Jars. In the fall of 1871 an action was commenced against 
me by the People, &., for one million dollars, and I was 
arrested thereon, and one million bail required ; there 
were difficulties in procuring bail, and by advice of coun- 
sel I transferred all my real estate to my son Richard M 
with the exception of a few pieces, among which cere 
the Putnam and Queens County property, which, as [ 
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stated to the Attorney-General, are in condition to be 
transferred to the city authorities, and the others are ac- 
counted for by me in the schedule hereto annexed; the 
cost of the real estate so transferred to my son Richard M., 
to enable him to justify as one of my bondsmen, was, as 
near as I can estimate, two million dollars, upon this he 
did so justify; I never again came in possession of that 
property, all of it was sold by my son, or by his direction, 
or by foreclosure, and the proceeds paid over to mo; 
from the time of my arrest and proceedings against me 
by indictment and otherwise, all of the property, from 
these and many other causes, shrunk immensely in value, 
aud as is shown by the schedule, I realized from what I 
considered, in the fall of 1871, worth two million dollars, 
less than seven hundred thousand dollars, which dves not 
include, however, the $150,000 paid to James O’Brien out 
of my real estate, nor the consideration for the Fort Wash- 
ington property, of $150,000, which was paid by me to 
Pottier & Stymus on account of furnishing Metropolitan 


’ Hotel. It is impossible for me, now, to state what personal 


property I at any one time was possessed of; I speculated 
largely in stocks with Fisk, Gould, and others, sometimes 
being a winner, more often a loser; I bought and sold as 
investments different kinds of stocks, a good deal of which 
I have now in my hands, valueless, and I have recklessly 
parted with a great deul of money. 

Ontside of the property in Putnam and Queens Counties, 
I own no real estate, nor have any interest in any. I now 
affirm, and am willing to submit to the closest investiga- 
tion in regard to it, that I am not to-day the owner of any 
,money or property of any kind whatever, from which five 
“thousand dollars could, be realized. 

The statement which has been published, that I have 
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large interests abroad and have property secreted at 
home, are utterly untrue. 

In my statement to the Attorney-General, I courted the 
broadest investigation on these points, but no examination 
was accorded me on this matter. 

I now again express my entire willingness to give up 
every particle of property I have in the world ; to furnish 
evidence on any subject which may be considered bene- 
ficial to the People of the City or State, and, in fact, to 
place myself at the disposal of the proper officials to en- 
able them to undo, through me, as far as possible, the 
wrongs that I have committed. 


Reorrers Snvoz 1871. 


Realized on Sixty-third street and Third avenue, $50,000 
“from Valley Farm, Westchester Co... 180,000 
‘¢ from Stable and Yacht 


IT EPI iss 40,000 
te OMPDURNG BUCO gee ne asin os sie oe 120,000 
« on Sixty-third street, near Ninth ave. . 20,000 
“ on Fifty-seventh street.............. 10,000 
“ on Twenty-third street............. 8,000 
“on Forty-second street.............. 3,600 
« on Eighth avenue, near Seventy-first 
street.. .. 
eee ei Se ae ae 000 
“on Seventy-fourth street, near Eleventh = 
avenue.. 
EI Se RN RNR cai 6 
“on Ninth street, near Third avenue. aes 
“ on Sixty-eighth street, Fourth renne . 
and Madison............. 
git Madigon....-.0-+sseseees. 105,000 


ou Twenty-fourth street.:.... 


Realized on Oliver street..............2. 0005 $5,000 
“on Mercer street stables............. 5,600 
«on No. 511 Fifth avenue............ 123,000 
“ on One Hundred and Fifth street and 

Fourth avenue................. 8,500 

‘“* on Broadway, near Twenty-first street. 50,000 
“ from Rent of Harlem Court-house.... 18,000 
= eobeircle: t roperty...'.-..-...-..- ss. 90,000 
$806,600 


The above is, as near as I can ascertain or remember, 
the amounts received by me from the proceeds of all the 
real estate owned by me in the fal) of 1871. 

This, however, does not include the sale of the Boule- 
vard Block at Seventy-sixth and Seventy-seventh streets, 
because the mortgages for $128,000, given for most of the 
purchase money, were transferred to James O’Brien in the 
fall of 1871, on account of purchase of half his claim 
against the city. Nor does it include the consideration 
received for the Fort Washington property of $150,000, 
which was applied by Pottier & Stymus on account of 
furnishing Metropolitan Hotel. 


Net proceeds from all! Stocks, Personal Pro- 
perty of every name and nature, including 


Mortgages, Jewelry, etc., about........... $650,000 
Amount from Real Estate................. 806,600 
$1,456,600 


The Putnam County property, which has cost nearly 
$50,000, is still controlled by me, and offered to the city 
in my statement to the Attorney-General. Also, the 
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ninety-two (92) (I thought there were more) or more lots 
in Astoria ; which, us near as I can recollect or know any- 
thing about it, accounts for every piece of property owned 
by me or sold for my benefit since my troubles. 


Payments Since Faru or 1871. 


Paid to A. J. Garvey for Frescoing Fifth ave. 

House about... s- 52 0s. ss nee so ues oe $17,500 
Paid Garfield to cancel partnership agreement 

with Richard Tweed of Metropolitan Hotel 20,000 
Paid in advances and losses on Metropolitan 

Hotel, in addition to the $150,000 Real Ee- 

tate to Pottier & Stymus................ 450,000 
Expenses of my entire family in Europe in 

1872 (about $3,500 of which was with 

Bowles Bros. at time of their failure)...... 30,000 
Paid to James H. Ingersoll in full settle- 

ment of his claim, about 


Pee, ork 100,000. 
Paid Jackeon Schultz, for Keyser & Co...... 30,000 
Paid, in Retainers, to Counsel in fall of 1871 

and early in 1872, as per checks, about.... 45,000 
Paid fur Expenses of Family during 1871, 

LOT 2 ANGLO Ons ts fst Cad <a ka tee 150,000 
Paid for Expenses of Family in 1874 & 1875. 40.000 
Paid Expenses and Expenditures in connec. } 

tion with Escape from Ludlow street, and in 

Cuba and in'Spain. 3% 32 5 60,000 


Paid advance of Pay-roll for Laborers in De- 
partment, O60. .... 2. sees ceccccvccce ce cn 18,000 
> 


$11 


Paid in 1872, 73 and 74, on No. 423 Broad- 
way lease, about... ........... cece ee ees 

Paid after November, 1871, and during years 
1872, 1878, 1874 and 1875 for Legal Print- 
ing, Expenses in the various Trials, Detec- 
tives, Stenographers, and Traveling Ex- 
penses, and in Counsel Fees to the following 
gentlemen : 

David Dudley Field, William Fullerton, A. J. 
Vanderpoel, Augustas L. Brown, John E. 
Burrell, W. O. Bartlett, Willard Bartlett, 
William Edelsten, George F. Comstock, John 
Ganson, Elihu Root, E. R. Bacon, John Rey- 
nolds, Field & Deyo, E. W. Stoughton, John 
Graham and others through the State..... 

Paid Tenth National Bank in Settlement.... 


$80,000 


$1,490,500 


Ove million four hundred and ninety thousand five 


hundred dollars. 


Losszs Since 1871. 


Loess on Sixty-third street and Third avenue... 
“ on Westchester County Valley Farm... 
“on Stable in Fortieth street and Steam 


Me rOniOirele Le SOMeM Ys, = +-5.cs coe sss 
“on Daane street. (6. sees eee see oo ss 
“ on Sixty-third street, near Ninth avenue 
“ on Fifty-seventh street..........ese0 


$25,000 
50,000 


10,000 
110,000 
140,000 

40,000 

20,000 
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Loss on Twenty-third street.......... on! 2 


a 


“ 


on Forty-second street..........-. +++. 
on Eighth avenue, near Seventy-first 


on Harlem Court-house Property...... 
on Fort Washington Property......... 
on Eighty-third and Eighty-fourth streets, 

near Ninth avenue ............. 
on Ninth street and Third avenue ..... 
on Oliver street.............-sesceeee 
on Stables in Mercer street............ 
on Fifth avenue Honse..............-. 
on One Hundred and Fifth street and 

Fourth avenue................. 
on Eighth avenue, near One Hundred 

and Thirteenth street............ 
on Broadway, near Twenty-first street... 
on Guardian Savings Bank 


$10,000 
3,000 


8,250 


16,400 
100,000 
125,000 


65,000 
12,000 
7,000 
53,000 
153,000 


8,500 
10,000 


200,000 
40,000 
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Recorded, 4th of Jan’y, 1871, Liber 1186, page 649; Oon., § 7-100, 


and Love, etc. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Purchased in 1864. 


Aggregate cost of land and buildings, abont.... .$75,000 
Sold to C. Meyer, netted W. M. Tweed......... 50,000 
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Avenue A. 


- 57th street. . | -— 


Recorded, 27th M’oh, 1865, Liber 930, page 808 ; Con., $ 


William M. Tweed and wife to James Stokes. Deed 
dated March 25, 1865. 


Sold in 1865. 
No recollection of detail. 


Westchester Co. Valley farm, being one $ interest 
bought from Leonard W. Jerome. Cons, $800,000 - 
don’t remember amount of mortgage. : 


Sold in 1873 to W. B. Bush & Co., of Buffalo 
—netted over mortgage 
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Avenue A. 


95.1 


58th street. 
Recorded, 37th March, 1865, Liber 980, page 809; Con., $ 


William M. Tweed and wife to James Stokes. Deed 
dated March 25, 1875. 


No recollection of detail. 


Patnam Co. lakes or water property, has cost nearly 
$50,000, is still controlled by Mr. Tweed, and offered to 
the city in his statement to the Att’y-General. 


816 


58th street. 


: = 


Recorded, 27th of March 1865, Liber 950, page 809. 


William M. Tweed and wife to James Stokes. Deed 
dated March 25, 1865. 


No recollection of detail. 


92 lots in Astoria or Long Island City, still control) 
by Mr. Tweed and offered to the city. | 
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69th street. 


ak eda Nu ame || 5 


Recorded, 27th of March, 1865, Liber 950, page 309. 


William M. Tweed and wife to James Stokes. Deed 
dated{March 25, 1865. 


No recollection of detail. 
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59th street. 


“| | ed 


Recorded 27th of March, 1865, Liber 980, Page 809. 


William M. Tweed and wife to James Stokes. 
dated March 25, 1865. Deed 


No recollection of detail. 
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Recorded, 9th of June, 1869, Liber 1107, Page 850. Con. $25,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Quentin McAdam. 
Deed dated May 3, 1869. 


CorRxor. 


Sold stable in East Fortieth street, and steam yacht to 
Mr. Stockwell; netted about $40,000. 


Coats aa Mk. lope: seibees Tule Pe, wettehl $50,000 
[Realized eatbeh ee ns ee 40,000 
$10,000 


Tone es ee ON ae eS $10,000 
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Circle Property. 


‘ONUPAY Tg 


58th street. 


a4 ra 


Recorded, 26th October, 1871. Liber 1149, page 195. Con. $200,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife, to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated August 16, 1871. 


Mortgaged to C. G, Franklin, by Richard Tweed, 
for $125,000. 


Realized after paying taxes, extra commissions, searches, 
allowances, etc., $90,000. 


Mortgage is now being foreclosed against W. M. T. 
R. M. T,, and others. ‘ 


Cost. . . seen Bese ors oe prea ae ea ee 200,000 
Realized eerie s eve vk bo ei Sie 0 Cun ee eee : 90.000 
$110,000 


Br. adway. 


oa ft [t, 


Recorded, 4th January, 1872, Liber 1186, page 648. Con. Love, ete, 
7-100 dollars. 


William M. Tweed and wife, to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 

Known as Nos. 75, 77, 79, 81, 83, and 85, Duane. 
Bought from Thomas Palmer.............. $260,000 


Nos. 75, 77, 79, and 81 were sold by R. M. T., 
to Mr. Thorpe, about July °72, netted W. 


MAT weed about ie. 73500 oe Pett ae len, $80,000 
Nos. 83 and 85 sold by KR. M. T., to Wm. 

Edelsten, November 21,’73.............. 40,000 

$120,000 

OBB oer ea ern or Oe a Stee wei 140,000 


$22 - 


= = hic 


Entire Blook. 


76th street, 


ala] Jefe 


Recorded 8th of April, 1889. Liber 1085, Page 400. Con. $185,000. 


“prtaonog 
10th avenue 


William M. Tweed and wife to Washington M. Smith. 
Deed dated April 6, 1869. 


This is the property sold as above and W. M. T. re. 
ceived purchase money mortgages for most of the purchase 
money, and $128,000 of these mortgages were given to 
James O’Brien in payment of the assignment of his claim 
against the city. 


Paid’dames O'Briob.. 22. 222%. ot eevee. $128,000 
? 
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68d street. 


at He 


Recorded 80th of April, 1878. Liber 1252, page 865, Con. $1. 


Bais 


64th street. 


“onuose 496 


oor 
B 
> 
UE GT EL ES Ce 
8th avenue. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Jacob Vanderpoel. 
Deed dated March 10, 1863 (should be 1873). 


Sold as above for a mortgage back of $30,000 and a 
release on a claim Jacob Vanderpoel had against W. M. 
T., before his failure in 1857, of $30,000. 


. Afterwards the mortgage was sold for $20,000. 
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i inte 


Recorded, 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, Page 649, Con. $7-100, 
Love, etc. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


These six lots, 4 on Fifty-seventh street, and 3 almost in 
the rear on Fifty-eighth street, cost about $30,000. 


Mortgaged and the mortgages sold and realized Mr. 
Tweed about $10,000. 


eh !..5, See ay SR kt ie $80,000 
Regizedser. rae so oa eenee delete UR rm cas 10,000 
$20,000 


$35 


“ONUOAL TG 


S7th street. 


Ae 


Sth of April, 1871, Liber 1174, page 255, Con $40,000. 


M. Tweed and wife t Stratford C. H. Bailoy. 
d April 23, 1871. 
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1117 
57th street. 


Recorded, 4th of August, 1871, Liber 1186, page 284, Con. $800,000. 


‘William M. Tweed and wife to Michael W. Derham. 
Deed dated July 1, 1871. 
This consideration must mean $30,000, not $300,000. 


No recollection. 
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eam, OAv Tg 


een On 
— 87th street. . ~~ 


Recorded, 4th of Angust, 1871, Liber 1186, Page 284, Con. $800,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Michael W. Derham. 
Deed dated July 1, 1871. 


Same as preceding. 
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OA’ TIP 
: 98.9 
‘eae 107 3uTxe'] 


et ere ire a me 


Reoorded, 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, Page 648, Con., 18th part 
dollars. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871., 


Realized over the mortage about.............. $8,000 
CORE Be ore se pe ote ie 7/5 oe scr in os 30,500 
Mortgage about occ i se secs een be sees 

Loes 
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Recorded, 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, Page 643, Con. Love, ete., 
2-100 dollars. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Bonght in March, 1869, for $12,000, Mortgage 5.610. 


‘enuo0aw 11g 


|) Sa 2 Le 


Recorded 4th of January, ETE, Ltr 118. Page 648, Con. Love, etr., 
100. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Conveyed by R. M. Tweed to E. A. D. Tweed, on 21st 
November, 1873. Sold by E. A. D. Tweed, and netted 
Mr. Tweed about $8,000. 


In 1871 Mr. Tweed was offered $25,000 for it. 


Con en eee $16,250 
Realizad se foe ee eee en 8,000 

$8,250 
Lien hers at be 8,250 
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74th street. 


11th avenue. 


1 ee 1 


Recorded 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, Page 648, Con. Love, etc., 
$18-100. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


This and the piece on next page bought of the Orphan 
Asylum in 1869 for $22,900. 


Conveyed by R. M. Tweed to Eliza A. D. Tweed, 21st 
November, 1873. Sold and netted Mr. Tweed about 
$6,500. 


Realized sick. a5-Gt st, Shas Mandied and Teas 6,500 
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11th avenue. 


|Site nD ee 


gis 10m January 4, 1872, Liber 1186, page 648. Con Love, ete., 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Dated November 21, 1874. 


See preceding page, which includes this. 
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a street. 
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pe 
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Recorded, March 23, 1872, Liber 1200, page 514. Con., $1.00. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated March 20, 1872. 

Subject to mortgage of $150,000. 

Some paid off. 

Conveyed by Richard M. Tweed to Wm. Fullerton, 
November 21, 1873. 

Reconveyed by Fullerton to Tweed in 1874. 

Foreclosure proceedings were commenced, and in 1875 
was sold and bought in by the mortgagee, and suit now 
pending for deficiency against the Tweeds, and includes 
property next to it on One Hundred and Twenty-ninth 
street. 


Logs, $109,000. 


834 


70th street. 


=pe = 


Recorded, 28d of April, 1872, Liber 1210, page 349, Con. $27,000. 


JLo 
i 


William M. Tweed and wife to Thomas Murphy. Deed 
dated April 22, 1872. 


Deeded back to Murphy for about cost of share. 


This transaction is included in that described further 
on, on same block, realizing, altogether, about $105,000. 
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BENG ena A A 


Fort Washington 
property. 


aa | | pecenereeeeseereeeene gale [a 


Recorded, 26th of October, 1871, Liber 1194, page 199, Con. $250,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated August 16, 1871. 


Bonght in 1869; paid $275,000. 


Sold in 1872, for $150,000 in blank, to Pottier & Sty- 
mus Manufacturing Co., and by them sold to A. T. Stew- 
art, proceeds credited to W. M. Tweed, in part payment 
of their account in furnishing the Metropolitan Hotel. 


Loss, $125,000. 
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84th street. 
(SS aa ae te era te OE OS ET SN TTS 


9th ave. 


IL 


Recorded, 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, page 643. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed 
decd dated November 21, 1871. ; 


Conveyed to Elihn Root, one of Mr. Tweed’s counse) 
on account of counsel fees—nothing else realized—balance 
was of very little valne over taxes, assessments, etc. This 
and the next three pages bought in one parcel. 
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Recorded, 4th of January, 1873, Liber 1186, page 6438. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed, 
deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Records will show. W. M. T. has no knowledge. 
Loes on thie and preceding parcel............ $65,000 


888 


ral §| ete emer | dpe 


S4th street. 


IL 


Thigh aenweambarimee wal aleor 


Recorded, 6th of May, 1870, Liber 1149, page 198, Con. $58,928, 


William M Tweed and wife to John Carlin, deed dated 
May 6, 1870. 


Took purchase money, mortgages in payment, 


and 
realised about 50 cents on the dollar. 


Ninth avenue, 


Rocended, Sth of May, 1870, Liber 1148, page 390, Con. $89,187. 


Wiliam M. Tweed and wife to John Carlin. Deed 
dated May 6, 1870. 


Seme as preceding page. 
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Sixty-ninth strest. 


Lt 


Recorded, Sth of May, 1871, Liber 1156, page 644, Con. $105,088. 


Fourth avenue, 


William M. Tweed and wife to Peter B. Sweeney and 
wife, T. M. and wife, Hngh Smith, and Richard B. Con- 
nolly and wife to Joho C. Thompson. Deed dated April 
1, 1871. 
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68th street. 


i a> HF 


Recorded, 4th of October, 1871, Liber 1,200, page 120, Con. $105,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife, Peter B. Sweeney, 8. M 
and wife, Hugh Smith and Richard B. Connolly and wife 


to John ©. Thempson. Deed dated September 1, 1871. 


No distinct recollection as to amounts, but accepts 
amount in deed as correct, and, therefore, realized 


$105,000. 
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PREETI ES 
9th street. 
Recorded, 4th of Jan., 1872, Liber 1186, page 648; Con. $18-part 
dollar. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 24, 1871. 
Coat in 1869 $18,000. 


Conveyed by R. M. T. to E. A. D. Tweed, 21st Nov., 


1873. ° 

Conveyed to E. H. Balch by E. A. D. Tweed in 1875; 
netted to Mr. Tweed, about $6,000. 
Oomtie is ce es een an ent eu Owe tae $18,000 
Wealized. vireo occa d spa ce cena teint. 6,000 
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'9th street. 


st pete Pe os cd et toa] 


Recorded, 80th of June, 1871, Liber 1191, page 41, Con. $10,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Michael Holliday. Deed 
dated 28th June, 1871. 


24th street. 


= 
4 
Recorded, Stet of May, 1872, Liber 125, page 140, Con. $23,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife to William C. Traphagen. 
Deed dated May 31, 1872. 


Held by W. M. T. for an advance of $6,000, which wag 
paid back to W. M. T., and by him transferred about 1879. 


. 


il 


Oliver street. 


+ Galbtehapiations ath easentm atreet. 


5 or 


Recorded, 4th of January, 1872. Liber 1186, (page 648, Con. $18th. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Conveyed by R. M. Tweed to E. A. D. Tweed, Novem- 
ber 21, 18738. 


Conveyed by E. A. D. Tweed to M. W. Derham, Jan- 
uary 31, 1874. 


Netted to Mr. Tweed about $5,000. 


COE eae CARES VE oo A AES $12,000 
ERG IZOO Ch oe rae oa dele We eh ora dV ERS 5,000 
$7,000 
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7th avenue. 


a A eer 


Reoorded 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, Page 648, Con. $18th. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Conveyed by R. M. Tweed to John O. Halligan, for 
services to his father as clerk. 


Cost, $14,200. 
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teh of January, 1872, Liber 21186, page 619, Con. $13. 


M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
t November 21, 1S71. 
ed to Isaac N. Phelps and J. J. Phelps for 


d by W. M. T. to R. M. T. by deed dated No 
. 1st. 

d by R M. T. to Wm. Edelsten, by deed dated 
21, 1ST3, subject to Pheips’ mortgage, which 
oder fureelusure for $5,000 paid to Mr. Tweed. 
der foreclosure in December, 1873, for about 
boat $3,000 equity from Referee. 

eR ta re 5 amar eee hic res wee ees $120,000 
eee aae re Orde aad wie Sera sao cee On OD 


Sth avenue. 


| |e Sele eceemees me 1 fe 


Recorded, 26th of October, 1871. Liber 1194, page 201. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed, 
Deed dated August 16, 1871. 

This property and the next four pages is known as the 
property No. 511 Fifth avenue. Cost, altogether 
$275,000. : 

In 1872 Richard Tweed mortgaged this propert 
Langdon, or Hutton, for $150,000. Te deb ee 

Mr. Tweed netted from this about,$110,000, and about 
fall of 1874 gave deed to mortgagees. Received in 


over mortgage, $12,000. 
See See ce roles Ce eee es ets Gene we $275,000 
Ne RTE Te OIA eats Me EL BEM: 133,000 
re ee ee al 
$153,000 
Loss 


oaeeeoe ee ee eceeoeve reese eeee 
eee eereeers 
e@eee 
° 
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ded, Oct. 26, 1871, Liber 1194, page 901. 


. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
ugost 16, 1871. 


850 


Paes 
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Recorded, October 26, 1971, Liber 1194, page 201. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated August 16, 1871. 
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5th ave. 


fo el Boal | | 


Recorded, 26th of October, 1871, Liber 1194, page 901. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated August 16, 1871. 
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48d street. 


mee | 


"ee ° ) ot oeckne 


Recorded, 26th of October, 1871. Liber 1194, page 201. 


5th avenue. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed 
Deed dated August 16, 1871. ’ 


358 


4th ave. 


Recorded 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, page 643, Con. 30th part 
dollar. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


This was bought snbject to a mortgage of $16,000 to 
Charlotte A. Morris. Netted ubont $8,500 to Mr. Tweed, 
after paying taxes, back interest, etc. 


Cost over mortgage in. ois sores Su anes yarele oeiepe ws $12,000 
Roalized WANs. <s) Seeds ee ee 8,500 

$8,500 
FORD ere a ahs a NA tat ah Oc oh on hs he oh AND Heer $8,500 


L 
| : 
- 


Rth avenue. 


hitt <= rie 


Recerded. 4th of January. 1872, Liber 1168. pege 663, Con Bait pas 
dollar. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Bichard M. Tweet 
Deed dated November 21, 1871. 


Sold ander foreciosure of the mortgage to estate of 
Charles King. 


Mr. Tweed considered this of no vaine bevend m.- 
gage. taxes. in’erest. ete. and paid nv attention w it and 
pever reveived anything from i. 


Coats rare, Sis Side dient SoBe Hay eee e260 
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Recorded 4th of January, 1872, Liber 1186, page 649, Con. 7th part $1. 

William M. Tweed and wife to Richard M. Tweed. 
Deed dated November 21, 1874. 

1874 should be 1871. 

Known as Nos, 922, 924, 926, 928, 930 Broadway. 
Bought of Henry Nicoll, Referee, in July, 1871. $600,000 


Mortgaged to Cram estate.........-..0-0005- 360,000 
Paidena cee wen cts ven sie ne ee ores $240,000 


Mortgages foreclosed after conveyance to Richard, and 
sold in May, 1873; netted to Mr. Tweed about $50,000. 


Loss about $200,000. 
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Recorded, 8th of December, 1871, Liber 1191, page 308, Con. $82,000. 


William M. Tweed and wife to\Harriet M. Trask. Deed 
dated May 30, 1871. 


Some question arose as to the title of No. 511 Fifth 
avenue at the time of purchase, and Mrs. Trask conveyed 
to him a vacant lot, or a house on lot as above described, 
which Mr. Tweed held until question in dispute was 
settled, and then returned a deed to Mrs. Trask; he never 
had any interest other any this in above property. 


No interest. 


$57 


5 lots and 4 lotsa. 
All this block. 


eee Ae 


, 18th of Jane, 1671, Liber 1164, page 225, Con. 960,000. 


am M. Tweed and wife to John Brower. Deed 
ay 31, 1871. 


[weed bought this property for Mr. Brower, and 
as he obtained the deeds immediately transferred 
him. Mr. Tweed had no pecuniary interest in 


Bver : 
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59th street. 


By baliscnsoe 3 
£7 heemencien 


Recorded 81st of March, 1864. Liber 897, page 278. Con. $100. 


William M. Tweed and wife and Charles G. Cor. 
nell and wife to Terence Farley. Deed dated March 25, 
1864. 


No recollection of dates; suppose correct. 
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' Avenue A. 


Recorded, March 81, 1864, Liber 897, page 280. Con, $100. 


William M. Tweed and wife, and Charles G. Cornell 
and wife, to Terence Farley. 


Deed dated March 25, 1864. 


No recollection of dates. Suppose correct. 


860 


Two-third part of this plece. 


Avenue A. 


eeeese 


William M. Tweed and wife, and Charles G. Cornell 
and wife, and Terence Farley and, wife, to Charles G. 
Cornel]. No date or consideration mentioned. 
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Recorded, 28th of December, 1869, Liber 1123, Page 435, Con. $6,000 
@ year. 


4th ave. 


William M. Tweed to Mayor, Aldermen, etc. Lease 
dated December 1, 1869; 10 years from December 1, 
1869. 


Received rent for about two years. None after 1871. 


Gilbert N. Marshall, Trustee Lease of No. 423 Broad- 
way, for 4 years and 
William M. Tweed. ) over. 


Recorded, November 15, 1869. Rent, $12,500. 


W. M. Tweed paid rent on this for nearly the whole 
term. Part of time it was unoccupied. He was “out” 
on this many thousands; fully $30,000. 
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59th street. 


Recorded, 28d of November, 1875, LiberJ1342,{page 416, Con. $100. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Vernon K. Stevenson. 
Deed dated August 10, 1875. 


No consideration given to complete title—next page 
also. 
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Recorded, 28d of November, 1875, Liber 1842, Page 416, Con. $100. 


William M. Tweed and wife to Vernon K. Stevenson. 
Deed dated ‘August 10, 1875. 


Mr. Tweep—There was nw one there (referring to the 
list of the Tammany [all Committee put into his hands a 
short time previously), interested with me in any manner, 
shape or form, illegally, in the Ring Frauds. 


Alderman Cow1nc—-I desire to ask you some questions, 
Mr. Tweed. 

Mr. Twrep—Are they your questions, or anonymous 
questions ? 

Alderman Cowinc—They are my questions. !am not 
asking anybody else’s questions. 


.Q. What was your political faith at the time you were 
in power in the City of New York? 

A. I was a Democrat. 

Q. Were you a member of any prominent political 
organization ? 

A. Yes, sir; | was in all the Democratic organizations. 

Q. Were you a member in all of them? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there an organization known as Tammany 
Hall? 

A. There was. 

Q. Were you a prominent inember of that organization ? 

A. I was. 

Q. Were you acquainted with the members associated 
with you in that organization? 

A. I was. 

Q. There is a list which purports to be a correct list of 
the members, will yon run over that list carefully, and 
state 

Mr. Twrxp (interrupting)—Allow me right here to say 
that Tammany Hall Democratic AsSociation and the Tarn- 
many Society were distant organizations —one was social 
and the other political. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowmsc)—Did you belong to both ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I understand oneis charitable and the other politica] 
You attended to the folitical association % ; 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. You had a pretty intimate knowledge of all the 
members of that organization ? 

A. No, sir, not all of them—some of them were 


Republicans, and some of them were there before I 
born. es 
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Q. Please look at the list which has been placed in your 
hands, and state the name or names of all the persons on 
that list (if there are any), who were connected with that 
organization at the time you were in power, and were 
prominent in that organization? 


Alderman Lewis—lI object to that question, unless they 
were connected with the Ring Frauds or any other illegal 
practices. This is not a political investigation, but to find 
out who were connected with the Ring Frauds. 


Alderman Stevin—I also object, unless they can be 
connected with the Ring Frauds. 


Alderman Cowine—I press the question, and ask for 
an answer. 


Mr. Twrzp—You see my position. The Chairman 
directs me not to answer, while I am perfectly willing to 
do so. . 


Alderman Lewrs—The Committee have decided that 
that ie not a proper question, and should not be answered. 


Alderman Cowinc—The Committee have not so de 
cided. I am one of the Committee. 


Alderman Lewis—The majority of the Committee 
have, which I suppose is the Committee. 


Alderman Cowrnc—The City Government at the time 
you were in power was run through the instrumentality 
of Tammany Hall, was it not? 

A. It was, in a measnre, that with the aid of the 
Legislature. 

Q. lf Tammany Hall, therefore, furnished you and 
your confreres witb such powers as you had—— , 
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A. Tammany Hall and the Republican Legislature 


Q. And those two together gave you all the power you 
had f 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, you brought in pretty much all of the Repub- 
lican Legislature ? 

A. Oh, not by any means; not half of them. 

Q. Leaving them for the present, let us come to the 
other branch of this machine, which gave you the power. 
I want to find out, for the benefit of the public, nut as a 
matter of politics, who those gentlemen were who were 
connected with you in running the City Government at 
the time these frauds were committed; and I ask you to 
louk at that list and answer the question. I want to fing 
out who it was that gave you this power, and was asso- 
ciated with you in running the City Government at the 
time these frauds were perpetrated. I don’t ask it as a 
political question. 

A. Lhave handed that list back to the Committee; if 
you will give it to me, I will go over it again. 


Alderman Lewis—We can get at this in a shorter 
way. 


Alderman Cowire—I do not propound this question 
for any pvlitical purpose; it was no disgrace to belong to 


Tammany [Jall at that time—if my associates tak 
ground. SaWooNE 


Alderman Lewis—I object to the witness anawe 


. ri 
any question that does not bear upon the Ring Previa 
that is, the Committee, or the majority of it, objects - me 

> 


there be any names on that list that were connected with 
those frauds, the witness can answer as to them. ‘ 
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Alderman Cowine—I will read the resolution of the 
Board of Aldermen constituting this Committee: “ The 
duty of the Committee shall be to investigate all the facts 
and circumstances counected with the organization known 
as the Tweed Ring.” Now, then, Mr. Tweed has 
answered that Tammany Hall was connected with the 
organization known as the “ Tweed Ring,” and it was 
through the instrumentality of Tammany Hall they were 
enabled to get their power. 


Mr. Tween (interrupting)—Not at all. Tammany Hall 
get all its powers from us—not we from them. 


Alderman Cowinc—They pave you possession and con- 
trol of the city. I will ask the question again. If I can 
not yet an answer it is not my fault. Now, Mr. Tweed, 
will you state all the names on that list that were asso- 
ciated with you, in connection with Tammany Hall, in 
running the city government at the time you were in 
power? 


Mr. Townsenn—I trust that you will allow that ques- 
tion to be answered, as I do not see how it can hurt any- 
body. I think it will be most dainaging to Mr. Tweed to 
be denied the opportunity of answering it. 


Alderman Lewis—The objection to the question is this, 
that it places everybody on the defensive, who had no 
connection with the frauds ; and the Committee object to 
that. The Committee have no objection to the witness 
answering ally questions about this Tweed Ring, or any 
illegal practices of any one on that list against the city or 
county government; but the Committee do object to 
dragging in the names of those who had no connection 
with the frauds whatever. 
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Alderman Cowrnc—The names of gentlemen, who had 
nothing to do with the frauds, have been mentioned with- 
out making them objects of suspicion. The names of 
John Kelly and W. C. Conner had been mentioned, yet 
no taint attached to them. 


Mr. Townsenp—Supposirig that among those names 
there were found State Senators and Judges, it might be 
a very proper thing to ask how these frauds could have 
been committed without their knowledge. Ido not see 
how anybody could be hurt by it. 


Alderman Lewis—The majority of the Committee look 
upon this question as a purely political one, the answering 
of which could be productive of no benefit whatever to 
the city ; and the Committee think that they have no right 
to have the names of any persons dragged into this inves- 
tigation who were not connected with the city frauds. 


Alderman Cowme—I do not think a majority of the 
Committee have the right fo rule out any question. If 
they assume that power, all I can do, in case the witness 
refuses to answer, is to move that he be committed for 
contempt; but as he is inclined to act with the majori 
of the Committee, and as the majority are opposed to hig 


answering, such a motion would not prevail, and I should 
be powerless. 


Mr. Tweep—And if I do answer I should be com- 
mitted for contempt by the majority of the Committee 


Alderman Cowrne—I do not agree with my associat 
that they have the power to stop witness from annenee 
any question. (To witness) Do I understand you to ng 
that you decline to answer the question ? rope 
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Mr. Twrxp—I do not decline, but I have been directed 
by the majority of the Committee not to answer. 


Alderman Cowme-—You take these two gentlemen to 
be the Committee ? 


Mr. Townsenp—aAnd if he did not do so, I should feel 
it my duty, as his counsel, to advise him not to answer. 


Alderman Cowrrc—That is all, Mr. Tweed, on that 
subject. I cannot force you to answer. 


Mr. CoLe—Now, I would suggest to the Committee, to 
request the Republican member of this Committee to try 
if he could not do what the two Democratic members of 
the Committee had done, and furnish the witness with a 
list of the General Committee of the party to which he 
belonged. I tried to get the list, but could not. 


Alderman Cowine—Is our clerk here? What organi- 
zation do you want ? 


Mr. Cotr—That to which you belong. 


Alderman Cowmse—I don’t belong to any. I belong 
to the great Republican party. 


Mr. Co.tz—If the gentleman will give the clerk of the 
Committee a letter to the Chairman of the Republican 
Central Committee, I have no doubt that that list can be 
produced. | 

Alderman Cowine—(To the Clerk) Will you have a 
complete list of the Republican Central Committee here 
at the next meeting ¢ 

Mr. Cors—Or ask the chairman of that committee to 
put us in the way of getting that list ? 

24 
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Mr. Townsenp—May I suggest that the request be made 
to the heads of the different Republican organizations, 60 
that Mr. Tweed may have time to examine them before 
the next meeting; and let me also suggest that the names 
of those persons who were in the different organizations in 
the years of 1865, 1866, 1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, and 1871, 
may also be obtained, because there may be a great many 
persons who were in those years interested in the frauds 


of the Ring, and from that statement he can make his 
selection. 


Alderman Cowrne said that, as faras he could, he would 
endeavor to procure the list, and would give to the clerk 
a letter to the Chairman of the Republican Central Com- 
mittee. 


Mr, Corz—Before I proceed, I would like to say 
this in regard to this whole matter—that it cannot tend 
to any beneficial result for the witness to take up his time 
in examining these lists, from year to year, unless it be 
proposed to connect the parties with something illegal or 
fraudulent. There was handed to mea full list of the rea) 
estate belonging to witness, containing a list of his variong 
pieces of property and e memorandum at the foot of 
each explaining what he did with it. Of course he ought 
to be examined rigidly concerning each one of these 
cases ; but, as this large bundle of papers has just been 
handed to me, I do not feel in the position to examine it 
with regard to this real estate. ; 


Mr. Townsenp—That list was not handed to you now 
for that purpose, but merely in order that it may appear 
before the public, and if any one should know that there 
is any misstatement in the list, he will have an opportu 
nity of ascertaining and exposing it. : 
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Alderman Cownce—Referring to lumping the votes 
instead of counting them—that is a very important 
matter—have you been able to ascertain since the last 
meeting the names of the parties who were guilty of that 
frandulent practice ? 


Mr. Twrep—I told you, at the last meeting, that I 
‘would not have much time to make the examination. I 
have been sick for two days, and very much occupied 
when I was well. 


Mr. Coru—I see in the schedule appended to your 
statement of property, under the head of ‘‘ Payments 
since the Fall of 1871,” the first item is, ‘ Paid to A. J. 
Garvey for frescoing house in Fifth avenue, $17,500 ”— 
was that your residence ? 

A. Yes, sir. Garvey frescoed it for me. He began 
suit for the money after my troubles began, and I paid 
him the money. 

Q. Here is an item, “ Paid to Garfield to cancel part- 
nership agreement with my son in the Metropolitan 
Hotel, $20,000—what was that for ? 

A. I paid the money to get him ont of the partnership, 
and I considered it cheap at the time. 

Q. Again. ‘“ Paid advances to and losses on Metropoli- 
tan Hotel, in addition to $150,000 real estate to Pottier and 
Stymus; $450,000 during two years. Was there a loes 
of $450,000 in two years in running that hotel f 

A. Over $600,000. 

Q. Were you a partner in that hotel? 

A. I backed my sonin it. I rented the house from 
Mr. A. T. Stewart at a certain rent of $90,000 a year, I 
believe, and furnished it, intending it as a present for my 
son. 


Q. And $450,000 was actually paid oat by you ? 

A. Over $600,000—a loss of over $600,000. 

Q. And there was a loss over and above the real estate 
which you referred to as transferred to Pottier and 
Stymus. What was that real estate traneaction ? 

A, There was a piece of property at Fort Washington, 
which I paid $275,000.. I put it into the hands of my 
son, and he transferred it to Pottier and Stymus, and 
I never handled any of it. Their bill for furnitare 
amounted to $190,000 or $193,000—and they sold the 
prcperty for $150,000. 

Q. (Reading from the schedule): “Expenses of my 
family’s tour in Europe in 1872, inclusive of $3,500 which 
was in Bowles Bros., at the time of their failure, $30,000,” 
—what did youn do you mean by that? 

A. That explains itself, I believe, sir. 

Q. “Paid to James Ingersoll, in full settlement of his 
claim, about $100,000,” —what claim was that ? 

A. When these troubles commenced I owed him qnite 
a large snin of money that I had borrowed from him. I 
paid him $50,000 in October, 1871, and some in 1872— 
when he was arrested. He allowed me $112,500 in the 
settlement, that I had paid ont forhim in Albany. Above 
that there was $100,000 and some hundreds, I don’t re- 
member now exactly how much. I paid him a few hun- 
dreds in money, and gave him for the balance my note for 
$100,000, which was substantially paid; but he denies the 
payment, and claims $112,000, for which he now snes me 
in Connecticut. 

Q. lor this same money ? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. The next item is “ Paid to Keyser & Co., or Jackson 
S. Schultze, $30,000” 
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A. Keyser & Co. had a claim against me for $42,000. 
It was placed in the hands of Mr. Barlow for suit against 
me—the claim having been transferred to Jackson 8. 
Schultze; I settled it for $30,000; I paid that money to 
Schultze or Barlow. 

Q. As the attorneys for Keyser & Co. ? 

A. Schultze was the man that sued, and Keyser as- 
signed the claim to Schultze, and Barlow was his coun- 
sel. 

Q. The next item is, ‘‘ Paid to counsel as retaining fees 
in 1871 and 1872, about $45,000, as per checks ”—what is 
that ? 

A. That is what it says—retainers to various lawyers. 
I have the checks for the entire amount. 

Q. The next item is paid for expenses for family dar- 
ing 1871, 1872 and 1873, and in 1874 and 1875, $40,000 ; 
have you nny vouchers to substantiate that ? 

A. None at all; but that is about the amount, I think. 

Q. How, then, did you arrive at those figures. 

A. I knew the amount 1 had to expend—what I paid 
out, and about what the maintenance of my family cost. 

Q. Then your family expenses were about $50,000 per 
annum in 1871, 1872 and 1873. 

A. Not less than that, sir. 

Q. The next item is ‘‘ To expenses and expenditures in 
eecaping from Ludlow Street Jail, and in Cuba and Spain, 
$60,000 ;” what do you mean by that amount spent to 
escape. 

A. I mean money spent in aiding me to escape. 

Q. Do you mean money paid to officials. 

A. I mean money paid to parties who aided me in 
escaping—furnished me with a vessel, and otherwise 
assisted me. 
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Q. Were any of those parties Officials of the city of 
New York ? 

A. No, sir; none of them were ofiiciale. 

Q. What kind of aid did yon receive ? 

A. What kind of aid would you expect when you 
wanted to escape and couldn’t. I don’t propose to tell 
you all, and if I could, I don’t think it is proper to tell 
you. I tried to get away, and got away; and if I hadn’t 
been kidnapped, I would have heen away still. 

Q. How could yon escape from Ludlow Street Jail, 
without paying money to some official to enable you to 
get away ? . 

A. Well, that is a question I could answer, but I don’t 
think it is proper or necessary. I did not escape from 
the jail, however, but left my own honse. 

Q. Do you mean to swear that none of this money was 
paid to any policemen or officials, or to any one in the pay 
of the city and county of New York? 

A. I positively said so once and repeat it—not one dol- 
lar. 

Q. llow much of this snm of $69,000 was connected 
with your escape from Ludlow street jail ? 

A. All of it. 

Q. You also say “ Cuba and Spain %” 

A. That was a part of my escape. 

Q. I mean how mnch was paid out to secure your e 
cape from New York ? 

A. I cannot say precisely, I cannot separate it It was 
all paid in procuring my escape. 

Q. Did you pay it yourself ? 

A. I did. 


Q. The next item is paid for advances for pay-roll of 
laborers in departments $18,000 ? 
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Mr. Townsenn—It is not necessary to go into particu- 
lars. Mr. Tweed had not referred to these matters more 
in detail, because he was desirous to avoid mentioning 
the names of persons who had nothing to do with this in- 
vestigation and whom he felt he should not mention. I 
will simply say for him, however, that the report of 
his escape published in Harpers Weekly was perfectly 
correct ; and any one who wanted to read the romance of 
Mr. Tweed’s life could get it there. 


Mr. Cotz—I do not want to know anything about that. 
I merely wanted to know if any officials had aided him in 
his escape. None having done s0, my interest in that 
matter is brought to a close. 

@. I shall repeat the question—What do you mean by 
the item of $18,000 advanced to pay laborers’ pay-rolls in 
varions departments in 1871 ? 

A. In 1871, in the latter part of October, Judge Bar- 
nard was applied to by Mr. John Foley for an injune- 
tion, which he granted, which prevented the Comptroller 
from paying off ary of the pay-rolls. Some of the laborers 
were very poor and needed their money badly. I had a 
note for $50,000 indorsed by my son and Mr. Sweeney, dis- 
counted it in the Broadway National Bank, and advanced 
the money to pay the laborers. Thirty-two thousand dol- 
lars have been paid back to me, but the remaining $18,- 
000 Mr. Green refused to pay, and I don’t suppose it will 
ever be paid. 

Q. What about the item “ Paid in 1872, 1873, 1874, 
1875, to detectives, lawyere, printers, stenographers, and 
traveling expenses to the following gentlemen: David 
Dudley Field, William Fullerton, A. J. Vanderpoel, Au- 
gustus L. Brown, John E. Burrill, W. O. Bartlett, Willard 
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Bartlett, William Edelsten, George F. Comstock, John 
Ganson, Elihu Root, E. R. Bacon, John Reynolds, Field 
& Deyo, E. W. Stoughton, John Graham, and others 
throughout the State, $400,000.” Does that $400,000 
represent the fees actually paid to your counsel ? 

A. No, sir; there were other law expenses; printing 
was a large item. 

Q. Stretching over those years ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you vouchers to substantiate that ? 

A. Ihave very few vouchers left; but I think I can 
substantiate all I have said. 

Q. The next item is “Paid the Tenth National Bank, in 
settlement $100,000 ;” what do you mean by that ? 

A. Paying notes under protest, and notes which I had 
indorsed for other parties, which were under protest ; I 
paid them all I could—about $190,000. 

Q. Have you any voucher to show that f 

A, It is a matter of record in the bank; the bank ac- 
count will show it. 

Q. Do you think the bank books will show it % 

A. They should do so. 

Q. The next item in the schedule is headed “‘ Logseg 
since 1871 on property in Sixty-third street and Thirg 
avenue, $25,000 ; what is that? 

A. I purchased that property at one price, and sola t 
at another. My net loss in the transaction was $25 ,000 

VY. The next item is “‘ Loss on Westchester County Val 
ley farm, $50,000?” 5 

A. That is the sum. 

Q. There is a long list of losses on different pieces 
property ? of 

A. They are all fully explained in this schedule. That 
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is merely a recapitulation of what the schedale details. 


The list of losses since 1871 is as follows: 


Sixty-third street and Third avenue property... 
Westchester Valley farm.................. 
Stable in Fortieth street and steam yacht. ... 
Gireletpropert yore. cot. Mes Kree ts ec 
Duane street property............ 0... 0065 
Sixty-third street, near Ninth avenue........ 
Fifty-seventh street..................2.0.. 
Pwrontvetird: Street 06.55 ois «+ i) aig » sept 
Forty-second street... 02.7. cso oexe esses 
Eighth avenue, near Seventy-tirst street...... 
Seventy-fourth street, near Eleventh avenue. . 
Harlem, Court-honse ji. .trceayetarelos sles fereas 
Fort Washington property.........-.....+. 
Eighty-third and Eighty-fourth streets, near 
ReNonthiasenue ty .(41.,.0toss trout es esse 
Ninth street, near Third avenue............ 
Oli vernbtrect i). 4 )steve cues Sa eeacertte 00" lbs oss 
Stables in Mercer street................66. 
Fifth Avenue, douse. . 2.65. ee eK 
One Hundred and Fifth street and Fourth 

BUONO! ee. ee Sc tes eat Pied ee tk 
Eighth avenue, near One [Jundred and Thir- 

CGOINUL TS CECB ahr cee eta Ae 
Broadway, near Twenty-first street......... 
Guardian Savings Bank................-.. 


$25,000 
50,000 
10,000 
110,000 


125,000 


65,000 
12,600 
7,000 
63,000 
153,000 


85,000 


100,000 
200,000 
40,000 


$1,206,150 


Q. This shows from whom you purchased the property 


you owned, and to whom you sold it? 


A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Is there anything else in this schedule, or any other 
information that will aid me in exathining into these mat- 
ters ? 

A. Not that I know. I don’t know of anything. 

Q. Some time ago you were asked in reference to all 
your real estate which you ever had, and this schedule, I 
understand, is your answer in detail, explaining what be- 
came of each piece of property ? 

A. Yes, sir; all that I owned since 1871. 


Mr. Corz—I think I have nothing else to-day which I 
would like to ask Mr. Tweed. 


Mr. Townsznp—There was something set forth in the 
statement published in the Herald which referred to the 
manner in which certain Judges of the Court of Appeals 
were elected ; it seems to me that the matter should not be 
looked over, and that some examination should be made 
of Mr. Tweed in regard to it, injusticetothe Judges them: 
selves and to the people, because if these gentlemen were 
not aware of the manner in which they had been elected, 
as stated, they should not be held accountable for any 
illegal practices. If they were, they were engaged in a 
business worse than anything charged against Mr. Tweeq 
and I think that an examination should be carefully hea 
to find ont whether these gentlemen had been connected 
with such improper and illegal proceedings. 


Mr. Core considered that the course suggested. was 
wholly unnecessary, becanee the so-called confession of 
Mr. Tweed contained no allegation of any sort against an 
member of the Court of Appeals, not even an oe eee4 
that any one of them was even cognizant of any irregu 
larities in the election by which he was elevated to the 
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bench. That it was moet important not only that the 
Judges of our Court of last resort should be in fact pure 
and incorruptible, but also that they should, if possible, 
be protected from being lightly accused, and from being 
put on the defensive unnecessarily. In this matter they 
had not been accused, and therefore there was nothing 
eoncerning them to be examined into. 


Mr. Townsenn—I don’t think that my learned friend 
has any more respect for the Court of Appeals than I 
have 


Mr. Corze—Oh, certainly not. 


Mr. Townszenp—I would cheerfully acquiesce in the 
course suggested by the counsel for the Committee, had it 
not heen for some intimations I received that the charac- 
ters of those gentlemen had been somewhat disparaged 
by the statements in that so-called “confession ;” and if 
these gentlemen had not been implicated in any illegal 
practices when they were elected, or had not been cog- 
nizant of any improper means by which they were made 
to run ahead of their ticket, the fullest notoriety should 
be given to that fact. 


Thereupon the Committee directed the matter to be in- 
quired into. 


By Mr. Corz— 

Q. I am directed by the Committee to ask whether you 
know anything which connects any member of the Court 
of Appeals with any improper practices—whereby any of 
them were elected to the position of Judge of the Court 
of Appeals? 

A. Nothing in the remotest degree. 
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Q. You don’t mean by your statement which has been 
called your “confession,” to intimate that either of the 
Judges of the Court of Appeals who are therein named 
were a party to, or cognizant of, the method by which 
he was made to run ahead of his party ticket in the City 
of New York? 

A. I don’t, and 1 don’t think any person could read 
that statement, and so construe it. 


Mr. Townsenp—Now I think you have done justice to 
the judges. 


Alderman Lewis then said that, as the examination had 
proceeded as far as Mr. Cule was prepared to go, the in- 


vestigation would now stand adjourned until Saturday 
next at 11 o’clock a. m. 


FOURTEENTH DAY. 


OoropEr 20, 1877. 
Present— Alderman S.revin, 


s Lewis, 


< CowIna. 


Alderman Lewis, the Chairman, called the Comm; tee 
to order. eae 


On motion, the reading of the minutes of the . 
meeting was dispensed with. Previous 
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Major Quincy apologized to the Committee for the 
delay of the arrival of Mr. Tweed, which was unavoid- 
able. 


Mr. Core—I had intended, this morning, to proceed 
with the examination of Mr. Taintor, an expert, who was 
employed by Comptroller Green, during his term of office, 
to work up the evidence in these Ring matters. But Mr. 
Taintor was taken unwell on Friday, and went home yes- 
terday morning to be back at noon on Monday. As the 
regular course that I have marked ont in my mind for 
this examination requires that, at this stage, Mr. Taintor 
should be put on the stand, I would suggest to the Com- 
mittee to suspend the investigation until Wednesday next, 
when I expect to have Mr. Taintor present. 


Alderman Lewie—Why not Monday ? 


Mr. Corz— Monday would suit me very well, but I am 
afraid that Mr. Taintor will not be here by that time. 


Alderman Lewis—Before we adjourn, Mr. Tweed, 
I should like to ask you one or two questions in regard to 
the Capitol at Albany, in which the city of New York 
has half an interest ? 


Q. You are conversant with the building of the Capi- 
tol at Albany—had you an interest in w stone quarry at 
that time ¢ 

A. I had. 

Q. Will you state to the Committee the particulars con- 
nected with the erection of the Capitol,and who were 
connected with it? 

A. That was connected with the whole matter. The 
facts are that the original commission for the construction 
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of the Capitol consisted of three. They were afterwards 
enperseded by a commission of eight,who quarreled amongst 
themselves. There was a gentleman named Latham, who 
was all the time making charges against them; and an in- 
vestigation was had,and the commissioners decided to get rid 
of Latham, if itcould be done. There wasonly one way to 
do that, and that was by the introduction of a new bill, 
und to have a new commission appointed. At that time, 
Mr. Hamilton Harris was one of the members of the 
commission, and he called upon me at my rooms at the Del- 
avan Honse. He had been for some years acting as 
agent for the Erie Railroad Company, presuming I had 
influence with the Committee of Ways and Means, before 
whom the Supply Bill was under consideration, and he 
consulted with me in relation to the matter. Finally, we 
agreed to putin a new commission, consisting of three 
- Democrats and three Republicans, and he was to have the 
control of them. The Committee of Ways and Means 
agreed upon that, and to give the commission an appro- 
priation of $650,000 for that year. That was done, and 
the commission was appointed. I had an nndermtaniin 
with Harris that he was to name that commission, and syowe 
the stone for the building was to come from the Hall 
well Stone Quarry Company, up in Maine, in which ee 
John R. Briggs, formerly a supervisor of this city ea 
an interest. That company gave me $200,000 of th . 
stock, and Harris was to take charge of the entire ae 
and get what percentage he could from the different ae 
tractors and divide with me what he got. I never etre 
Sete from him. Shortly after the seasion of the ms 
ature our troubles in this city commenced. 5 
Harris waited on me, and inane oe ime: 


as [ found I could not be any use to him. sre aa 
6, 


ta 


° 
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believe, was furnished by the Bartlett Stone Quarry 
Company, where the stone for the Brooklyn Bridge was got. 

Q. Did Mr. Harris hold any official position at that 
time ? 

A. He was then a member of the Capitol Commission. 

@. Was he interested in this stone quarry that yon 
speak of ? 

A. I believe he was interested, but [ do not know pre- 
cisely whether he was or not. I supposed he was. I 
never knew anything about the working of that quarry, 
except that I got this stock from Mr. Briggs, which I 
afterwards handed back to him. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowinc)—Was Harris a State Sen- 
ator at that time. 

A. No, sir, he held no elective office. [le was ap- 
pointed one of the commissioners. 

Q. Have you any personal knowledge of his having 
been guilty of any frand in any way, shape or manner ? 

A. I understood afterwards that he received a per- 
centage or commission, but I do not know it of my own 
personal knowledge. I understood that, all the while the 
building was going on, that he was receiving—— 

Q. That was hearsay—was it? 

A. I heard it from the party who said that he had 
handed him the money. 

Q. (By Alderman Lewrs)—I understood you to say that 
you had an arrangement with him by which you were to 
be paid a percentage? 

A. Thad. 

Q. Was that made personally with you or with eome- 
body else ? 

A. It was made personally with me, at my room at the 
Delavan House, in Albany. 
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Q. He held no office at that time ? 

A. No elective office—an appointed office only. 

Q. (By Alderman Stevin)—I understood you to say 
that he was one of the Commissioners for the Building of 
the Capitol ? 

A. Yes, sir; he was--and he was in the new commis 
sion, also. 

Q. (By Mr. Co.z)—With regard to this hearsay evi- 
dence, Mr. Tweed, that you have spoken of, who told you 
that this gentleinan had an interest in this quarry ? 

A. A gentleman who was present when I made the 
original arrangement with Mr. arris. 

Q. Who was that? ? 

A. I decline to give his name at present. 

Q. Is he available as a witness ? 

A. Yes, sir; he is. 

Q. Can you point out to the Committee who he is, and 
where he is? 

A. I can, and will. 

Y. Is it your jndgment that he would obey a summons 
to come here and testify ? 

A. I am satisfied that he would. 

Q. Then that being the case, upon what ground do 
you place your refusal to give his name? 

A. That whenever I have given a name, means have 
been used to obtain information from that party to my 
detriment. [am prepared to give his name tothe Com- 
mittee privately at the proper time. 

Q. When do you consider the proper time ? 

A. Any time when the Committee is in session pri- 
vately, and when I can give it withont the name bein 
published. & 


Mr. Core—I would suggest to the Committee that the 
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witness shonld be obliged to answer, and give his name 
publicly, or privately, if ‘the Committee so desired—eo 
that he could be enbpoenaed as a witness. 


Mr. Twrxp—I think it would be far more conducive to 
the purposes of this examination to give it privately, than 
to have it published all over the conntry. 


Mr. Core—I think if there be anybody who knows 
these facts, that he ought to be subponaed at once. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—I understand you to say 
that you are not aware that any one received any commis- 
sion or percentage froin this arrangement. 

A. Iam not aware ; I never received a dollar. 


Mr. Lewis—It has heen suggested, Mr. Tweed, that you 
hand that name to the counsel privately. 


Mr. Cotz—F'or the purpose of haviug him subpoenaed. 
Mr. Tweep—I will do so. 


{Mr. Tweed here wrote down the name on a piece of 
paper and handed it to the counsel. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—You are here, of course, 
to state all you know about the Ring transactions. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Alderman Cowinae—Will yon please intimate to the 
Committee —you are more conversant with these matters 
than they can be—if there is any other subject about which 
you can give information, and about which you have not 
been questioned. If so, please state al] you know? 

A. That can best be developed by asking me questions 
about them. 
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- Q. Have yon any other information in reference to the 
Ring frauds, other than that-which you have already 
given; if so, state without being particularly interrogated t 

A. I have no recollection at present; I can best remem- 
ber things by having them called tomy mind by ques- 
tions. Since I came before this Committee the Brooklyn 
Bridge matter, the Capitol question, and many other things 
have been brought to my mind, which have escaped my 
recollection. I cannot keep my memory upon these things 
all the time, and bring them out without my mind being 
lead to them. 

Q. And you do not think of anything more, now, in 
connection with the frauds ou the city, that you have not 
already been interrogated upon f 

A. I don’t think of anything else, now, sir. 


Mr. Core—I want Mr. Taintor on the stand, before [ 
go any further. 


The Committee then adjourned to Wednesday next, 
the 24th inst., at 11 a.m. 
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FIFTEENTH DAY. 


Ocrosrr 24, 1877—11 «a m. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
ss Sievin, 
S Cow1ne. 


The Cuareman (Alderman Lewis) called the meeting to 
order. 


On motion, the reading of the minutes of the previous 
meeting was dispensed with. 


Alderman Cowine—Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
few remarks on this occasion. Senator Harris has left his 
home, at some inconvenience, to be present here before 
the Committee to-day to meet such accusations as his un- 
known and unnamed accuser shall bring against him. 
Senator Harris is now present, and denies the charges 
made impugning his conduct while acting as a Commis- 
sioner for building the Capitol. He has left an exciting 
political contest to be present here to refute these charges, 
and it is but just to him that at least twenty-four hours 
before the election should be allowed to him for that pur- 
pose. Le is ready to meet any charge to be brought 
against him by this unknown accuser, who has been sub- 
poonaed to be in attendance before this Committee, but 
who, as I have been informed by counsel, has refused to 
come here and testify. Senator Harris was desirous to 
clear his character from the imputation made against it, and 
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that as mnch publicity should be given to his refutation as 
may be given to the charge itself. Now, if this man, who, 
it was said, would corroborate the testimony of Tweed, is 
present, the Senator is here ready to mect him; and my 
associates, I am sure, will agree with me that this matter 
should not be deferred to so late a day as to operate in- 
juriously against the Senator in the public mind, notwith- 
standing his ability to exculpate himself completely from 
the charges. 


Mr. Corz— At the last session of the Committee, Mr. 
Tweed, after making some allegations against Senator 
Harris, said that these allegations could be substantiated 
by a witness whose name he privately furnished to the 
Committee. The name of that witness was John Bridge- 
ford, of Albany. A subpcena has since been madc out 
and served npon John Bridgeford, in the city of Albany, 
commanding him to appear before this Committee to-day. 
The affidavit of the server is to the effect that he had 
served the subpoena on John Bridgeford on the 22d of 
October, 1877, at his residence, 286 State street, in the 
city of Albany. I am informed by the’ person who 
served the subpana, that Mr. Bridgeford would appear 
before the Committee to-day, and he actually came to 
the city last night. I saw him, and he then informed 
ine that he had been advised by his counsel in the city of 
Albany, not to appear before the Committee at the pres- 
enttime. At the same time he said that he would leave 
a statement in the shape of a letter to the Committee, in- 
forming them of all he knew concerning the matter in 
question. I tuld him that my impression was that the 
Committee would enforce his attendance, and that he would 
be compelled to appear before them by an attachment— 
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bnt that I should leave the matter in the hands of ‘the 
Committee. He lcft me about half past-nine o’clock, say- 
ing that he intended to return to the city of Albany by 
the train which left here, I think, between half past ten 
and eleven o’cluck last evening. That is all the informa- 
tion I can give the Committee on the subject. 


Alderman Cowre thought the statement of Mr. Bridge- 
ford should not be received by the Committee, as it pre- 
elndes Senator Harris from the opportunity of cross-ex- © 
amining his accuser, a privilege which would be denied 
him if the statement were received alone. Senator Harris 
understood that Mr. Bridgeford would be examined this 
morning, and that was the reason of his attendance. 


Mr. Cotze—Here is the communication to which I refer 
(producing Mr. Bridgeford’s statement). 


Alderman Cowre asked that the statement should be 
suppressed, otherwise it would give the charges publicity 
without the benefit of the cross-examination to which 
Senator Harris was entitled ; and it was eminently unfair 
if parties were permitted to come here and make charges 
on a written statement against any gentleman holding a 
high position in the community, and then be permitted to 
skulk away from the city without having those charges 
scrutinized. He thought such charges unworthy of notice. 


Mr. Cotx—They certainly have no weight as evidence. 
~ 


Alderman Cowixe moved that the communication sent 
to the counsel by Mr. Bridgeford be returned to the 
counsel ; and that, as far as this Committee is concerned, 
no notice be taken of it. 


Mr. Core—The communication is addressed to the 
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Committee, and is now in their custody to do what they 
please with it. I don’t wish to have anything to do with 
it. 
After a brief consultation, the Committee decided to 
take no notice whatever of Mr. Bridgeford’s written state- 
ment. The Committee directed their Attorney, Mr. Cole, 
to procure an attachment against John Bridgeford, com- 
pelling him to appear before thein to testify. 


Alderman Lewis then notified Senator Harris that he 
would be given full opportunity to examine any or all 
witnesses who may testify against him imputing mis- 
conduct in office. 


Henry F. Tairor was then sworn and examined, as 
follows : 


By Mr. Corr: 


Q. What is your full name ? 

A. Wenry F. Taintor. 

Q. What is your occupation ? 

A. Ihave been engaged ‘for about six years in gather- 
ing, arranging, presenting, and applying or suggesting the 
application of the evidence so gathered, in relation to the 
Ring frauds and the discomfiture of the Ring thieves for 
the benefit of the city—the frands committed prior to 
1872, between the let of January, 1868, and the middle 
of 1871—three years and a quarter. 

Q. Wave you been employed by the Finance Depart- 
ment of the city to investigate the Ring frauds ? 

A. It was under that department. 


Q. From what data have you made up your 
knowledge of the Ring Frauds? sagt 
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A. The foundation of them has been certain warrants 
and vouchers, found in the Comptroller’s office, represent- 
ing the basis for these payments, and the tracing of those 
warrants to their destination, so far as could be; and the 
tracing of the payments against those warrants as far as 
could be. That has been the foundation of the results 
obtained. 

@. Then you have relied upon documentary evidence 
principally ? 

A. That was the foundation of it; but there were facta 
developed from time to time, and circumstances which 
have gone to corroborate the discoveries thus made, and 
which have led to new channels. 

QY. Well, you began your investigation by examining 
the operations of the Board of Supervisors in 1868, and 
prior to that time, did you not ? ‘ 

A. No, sir; my attention was first called by Governor 
Tilden, or Mr. Tilden, before he was elected Governor, to 
the Special Audit (that was in 1871)—to the last $6,000,000 
of county warrants paid under the Special Board of Audit ; 
but subsequent developments brought me to an anterior 
period—to the 1st of January, 1868—and there I com- 
menced to develop up to the time the Special Audits com- 
menced. 

Q. I want you to give as succinct an account as prac- 
ticable of the personnel and operations of what is known 
as the Supervisors’ Ring, giving the names, and dates, and 
amounts in a succinct way. I want first to know in gene- 
ral the history of that Ring, as far as you have discovered 
from the records and documents you have examined ? 

A. Well, I fonnd a large number of warrants and a 
portion of the vonchers all drawn in favor of certain 
nares, which previous evidence had shown to be con- 
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nected with fraudulent transactions. They were either 
entirely frandulent or a large element of frand was coo- 
nected with them. These warrants I found generally 
went to the credit of one or two parties in certain banks; 
and I found that there were payments made simul- 
taneously with the deposits—generally within one, two or 
three days, to certain portions of that nmoney—although for 
some time (eay three or four years) I was unable to ascer- 
tain the percentage which those checks represented. If I 
had had access to the vouchers, I could have ascertained 
it long before; but the vouchers were abstracted from the 
Finance Department. I found that the claims those war- 
rants represented had, according to the printed pro 
ceedings of the Board of Supervisors, passed that budy 
in a very irregular and informal manuer. I found that 
‘in some cases there were no dates on them, and in some 
not even the years in which the bills had accrued; and 
they were often without items, and showed on their face 
very great carelessness (to say the Jeast) both in the man- 
mcr they were drawn up and in their passage through the 
Board of Supervisors. 1 found that, gencrally, those bills 
were referred to a Committee of the Board of Super- 
visors, and passed npon by the Buard on the same day— 
the Committee reporting immediately, apparently without 
examination. It looked like going throngh a form, rather 
than examining the merits cf theclaim. In :808 there was 
a law passed giving the Comptroller the supreme authurity 
to settle and adjust the claims against the city and cuunty. 
I believe that the law required that the claimants should 
go through the form of commencing actions, but, I think, 
that that was entirely ignored. I found that, under that 
law, there were about $6,000,000 adjusted or paid— 
$6,500,000, I thiuk. I found that all the bills that had 
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previously passed the Board of Supervisors had been ab- 
sorbed by the Comptroller in auditing the claims—that 
the records of the Board of Supervisors had been swept 
clean. 

Q. No more claims left ¢ 

A. None but a few trifling ones—and that the warrants 
were generally drawn for a certain set of names, and that 
they always went to tle same destinations—aud were dis- 
tributed upon an exact percentage in the same way as 
private partners distributed their gains in business —upon 
a system of percentage varying at different periods. 

Q. You say that the warrants were generally drawn to 
a certain set of names? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. What names were the warrants generally drawn 
to? 

A, The first one I have on my list here is January 20, 
1863, drawn to the order of Ingersoll, Watson & Co., 
but that name I will say, however, does not appear in 
subsequent dates. Thin there is Keyser & Co., Gecrge 
8. Miller, Archibald Tall, Jr.. Andrew J. Garvey, C. H. 
Jacobus, Gregy & Brothers; in connection with this last 
name I do not desire to be understood us saying that they 
were guilty of any wrong, because there is evidence to the 
contrary ; but the name appears in connection with these 
fraudulent transactions, and it was probably assumed and 
played upon by others. There were also W. D. Rowe & 
Co., Seymour & Cu., T. W. Rowe & Co., Ingersoll & Co., 
D. T. Barnard & Sons, the New York Printing Company, 
the Transcript Association, J. McBride, Davidsun & Co., 
the East Chester Quarry Company, C. Lockwood & Co., 
James H. Monaghan, Allen and Stevens, J. W. Smith, 
Gregg & Oo., J. D. Black & Sonus, C. D. Boller & Co., 
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(that isa name assnmed by Ingersoll), J. O. Seymonr, 
Kennard & Hay, A. H. Smith (another name assumed 
by Ingersoll), A. W. Lockwood, James Cavanagh, R. J. 
Hennessy, who represented Garvey; J. G. Benchard (also 
representing Garvey), M. W. Davis (representing Inger- 
eoll), T. C. Cashman (representing Garvey), Alonzo 
March (I presume representing Ingersoll & Co., bat I 
have never been able to establish the identity of the in- 
dividnal), P. Donnarnmma (representing Garvey), P. 
McKnight, New York Metallic Roofing Company, A. G. 
Miller (representing Ingersoll), P. C. Kingsland, Halsey 
& Co. (representing Ingersoll, to a large extent, at least), 
mannfacturing stationers. 

Q. Who composed the Manufacturing Stationers ? 

A. Well, I don’t know; I reckon it was a creature of 
the Ring—the same as the New York Printing Company 
and the New York Transcript Association. Those are all 
that my eye strikes now on the list. These warrants I de- 
sire to say that were drawn in those different names I be- 
lieve I have positive evidence that a large element of fraud 
existed in all of them. Some of them, I believe, to be 
wholly and entirely fraudulent, and others partially so. I 
do not mean to say that in each case the parties whose 
names were used were willing accomplices in the frauds: 
but generally they were so. ‘They generally connived and 
aided in their perpetration. 

Q. Now, in the first place, who were the committees of 
the Board of Audit, or Board of Supervisors, who passed 
those fraudulent claims? 

A. They were referred to different committees on differ- 
ent days. It didn’t seem to make much difference to 
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Q. They were referred to different members of the 
Board ? 

A. Yes, to different committees. Some of them were 
referred to the Committee of Law, and some of them to 
other committees. I don’t think they were referred to 
special committees. I think they were referred to the 
standing committees. That is my recollection. 

@. Are you prepared now to give the names of the 
members of those committees to whom these fraudulent 
bills were referred ? 

A. No, I am not; it is merely a matter of reference to 
the record of the Board of Supervisors, I am not ready 
to say who they are now. It will take some considerable 
time to examine the records to find out. Do you wish me 
to do so now ? 

Mr. Core—I don’t mean that yon should stop to do 
so now. Will you please to indicate by what method 
you ascertained that the warrants drawn by these per- 
sons were wholly or in part fraudulent ? 

A. I found, generally, that these warrants, as I have 
already stated, went to the credit of either one or two 
parties—either J. A. Ingersoll or Ingersoll & Co.—or 
E. A. Woodward in the Broadway Bank. Those drawn 
to the order of Garvey were gencrally deposited to his 
own credit—that is, the ones drawn to his order; and, as 
I before stated, 1 found simultaneous payments against 
those deposits. The warrants generally did not bear the in- 
doreement of the parties depositing them, except in the case 
of Garvey. When they were deposited in the Broadway 
Bank, they were indorsed by the clerks with the initials 
“KE. A. W.,” indicating that they went to the credit of E. 
A. Woodward ; and that mark was made in pencil by the 
teller of the bank or some of the clerks. An examination of 
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the books of the Broadway Bank, or of any bank, into which 
those checks were deposited, showed whether the checks 
drawn against those warrants were paid in notes, or were 
deposited in the same bank or went through the Clearing 
House or went to the credit of another dealer. An 
examination of each payment became necessary, in order 
to indicate the channel through which they passed. When 
the checks were found going to anuther bank I have asked 
generally through the District Attorney’s office for 
subpoenas to these banks to furnish information of the 
names of the depositors of those checks; and the mode 
by which the information was obtained has been generally 
through the criminal branch of the law. For instance, 
I would make a reqnest to the Grand Jury and they 
would furnish me with the authority to make these in- 
vestigations. The banks generaliy have stated that they 
wanted such authority on file before revealing their busi- 
ness or the information that was sought. In that way, I 
found out or discovered a large portion of these dis- 
closures. When the checks were deposited: to another 
dealer in the same bank, an examination of the deposited 
checks of that bank became necessary ; aud we generally 
found out the depositor. And when they were paid in 
bank notes I found, after « time, that they represented a 
certain division which was going to certain individuals, or 
perhaps, the claimant received his portion in banknotes. 
But after a time, 1 got so that I could indicate with wee 
cision the parties to whom the checks paid in banknotes 
were drawn. 

Q. Iu that way you were enabled to ascertain what pro- 
portion of each of those claims was bona Jide and Sa 
proportion went as percentages ? 

A. 1 was able to ascertain what proportion went to the 
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claimant, and what proportion went to the officials, but I 
have not ascertained the portions of the claims which were 
bona fide. 

Q. Could you ascertain what went to the claimant and 
what went to corrupt officials ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the general result of your investigation— 
how much went to the claimant and how much to the cor- 
ropt official. 

A. I found that the payment under this adjusted claims 
act began in July, 1868— that the proportion of the claims 
going to the officials was fifty-five per cent. of the princi- 
pal, or about that, and all the interest which had been 
andited and allowed on the claim—and the remaining 
forty-five per cent. went to the claimant. The payment 
under that act continued up to the first of January, 1869. 
Then in July, 1869, payments again commenced under 
that act. The amoant of money going to officials was 
then increased to sixty per cent. of the principal and all 
the interest—the claimant receiving forty per cent. In 
November, 1869, the divisions were sixty-five per cent. of 
the principal and all the interest to officials, and thirty- 
five percent. to the claimant, and that was about the divi- 
sion that continued throughout to the close of the County 
warrants. The same divisions continued through the 
Special Audit, which was the last batch. 

Q. You have not yet come down to speaking of the 
operations of the “Ring” under the Tax Levy; or was 
it about the same all the way through ? 

A. No; in regard to the tax levy, J think there was a 
variation in regard to the percentages; I cannot, from 
memory, give those percentages, but they were generally 
more to the claimants and less to the officials. 
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Q. Than under the preceding division ! 

A. Some of them were carried on simultaneously with 
the adjusted claims. 

Q. Under the Board of Audit, from your researches 
and inquiries, who among the officials appeared to receive 
percentages, and what percentage each ? 

A. 1 found that the vouchers in those cases were ab- 
stracted from the Finance Department, except a few in 
the name of Keyser. I found a check which did not bear 
an exact proportion to the face of the warrant uniformly 
going to the credit of William M. Tweed, generally on 
the day on which the warrant was deposited to the credit 
of Woodward or Ingersoll. 

@. What was the percentage ? 

A. The warrant does not show the amonnt. The check 
did not bear a detinite percentage. I afterwards found 
that Mr. Tweed’s check represented 25 per cent. of the 
amonnt of the original claim, and that multiplying his 
check by four gave me the amount of the original bill 
withont the interest, then the difference between the 
amount so fuund and the face of the warrant would give 
the amount that went to the claimant and others to whom 
a percentage was given. I found that the claimant received 
35 per cent. of his original claim, without interest. I 
fuund that there was always a check drawn (I speak from 
memory) for 35 per cent. and a portion of the interest 
which was always paid in bank notes, representing, as I 
believe, the percentage paid to Mr. Connully, Mr. P. B. 
Sweeney, and Mr. Watson, and perhaps a portion of the 
money unaccounted fur, as to which 1 cannot speak 
definitely. 

Q. What portion was that? 

A. I cannot say what portion, That wou'd leave five 
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per cent., and a portion of the interest which went into 
the hands of Wovdward, who acted as distributor. I 
think that settles the principal. I have not gut the inter- 
est. 
@. Then you say Tweed received 25 per cent. of the 
principal ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that 25 per cent. was paid to Woodward, and 
a portion of the interest which you did not trace at all? 

A. Yes; which was left iu the hands of Wvodward, 
and I said that the check and a portion of the interest 
was always paid in bank notes. 

Q. Upon what do you base your opinion that the 35 
per cent. principal and interest, which was paid in bank- 
notes, finally reached the hands of Connolly, Sweeney, 
and Watson ? 

A. In regard to Connolly, if you will allow ime, | will 
merely state that there is a suit pending against him, and 
I think it might be injndicious to say anything now on 
the subject. In regard tu Peter B. Sweeney, I always 
found that a certain portion of these moneys, with the 
money in bank-notes, went to the credit of his brother, 
James M. Sweeney. And further evidence showed me 
that Peter B. Sweeney got the benefit of it. If his case 
had come to trial, 1 would have then gone into details; 
but as I said in the case vf Connolly, this evidence may 
be of value in future suits, it might be injudicious to go - 
into the details of this matter at present. 

Q. There was no doubt in your mind from your analy- 
sis of these accounts aud frum your other sources of in- 
forination that in point of fact it was P. B. Sweeney and 
not J. M. Sweeney who reaped the benefit of these trans- 
actions. 
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A. There is no doubtin my mind that Peter B. 
Sweeney received the benefit 

Q. Is it your opinion, as an expert in these matters, 
that it could have been shown on the trial of Peter B. 
Sweeney that he participated in these frands? 

A. It would appear so from my knowledge of the evi- 
dence in the hands of the prosecution. I do not know, of 
course, what defence he could make; bunt, in my opinion, 
he had none which would overthrow the evidence against 
him. I am familiar with the facts, and that is my 
deliberate conviction. In connection with these special 
andit matters, I ought to state that the analysis of them 
was commenced by Governor Tilden before I had any 
connection with them ; and that the checks to Woodward 
and Tweed had been traced by him; and that a certain 
portion of the evidence in the Sweeney case had also been 
developed by him. 1 state this becanse [ do not wish to 
assume anything in connection with these matters to 
which I am not entitled. The percentages which Mr. 
Tilden traced to Mr. Tweed do not, as I have said before, 
represent @ definite percentage on the face of the warrants. 
That I have since adjusted myself; so if yon take the 
whole $6,000,000 and take four times the amonut Mr. 
Tweed received, and figure through the percentages 
and the variations of them, the resnlt will not be more 
than a few cents out of the way. I think, in Mr. Tweed@’s 
" case, the variation is only sixteen cents. In the case of 
Ingersoll they do not vary more than two to eight cents 
and in the case of Garvey they do not vary at all. Tak- 
ing them right through, the percentages in the whole six 
millions did not vary but very little. The evidence would 
stand alone if properly stated. 

Q. And who made these divisions ? 
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A. Do you ask me the name of the man who paid the 
money to the officials ? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

A. Mr. Woodward generally paid to Mr. Tweed. Mr. 
Woodward, Ingersoll and Garvey were the depositors of 
the warrants. If Mr. Garvey deposited a warrant he 
would retain his part, and hand the balance over to Mr. 
Woodward. Mr. Ingersoll would do the same. If they 
both deposited on the same day, a settlement would be 
made and the respective balances adjusted, and a check 
given on a final settlement, and so matters were arranged 
between them. 

Q. Were all these persons whum you have named re- 
‘eipients of those moneys which were improperly obtained 
from the treasury ? 

A. Yes; I believe them all to have been. 

Q. There isa list of them as yon gave them—I wish 
you would go over that list. 

A. I would like to make this general statement—that 
there may be some slight modifications of my computations, 
but there is an element of fraud in every one of them 
sutiiciently clear to warrant its being placed in that list. 

Q. But all the claims made by those persons were 
fraudulent. 

A. They were either wholly fraudulent or there was 
a large clement of fraud in them. 

Q. Can you separate those which were wholly fraudu- 
lent from those which were only partially so? 

A. I cannot. 

Y. Can you form any idea as to what portion the real 
value of those claims bore to the amount which the claim- 
ant received ¢ 

A. I have estimated it roughly in my own mind. 
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Q. What proportion, then f 

A. I do not believe it would exceed fifteen per cent. on 
the face of the bill; but that is merely a belief on my 
part. Ingersoll and Garvey have testificd that not over 
two sevenths of the amount they received represented 
genuine claims. 

Q. Now those claims amounted in the aggregate to 
how much ? 

A. Do you speak of the adjusted claims # 

Q. The claims under the Board of Supervisors and the 
Board of Audit ? 

A. I put it at about $18,000,000. There are some others 
—the Tax Levy and the Court House, ete. 

Q. And then came the City Tax Levy and the formation 
of the Ring proper under that ? 

A. Well, I have considered that all of these frauds were 
practiced under the Ring proper, or Ring improper, as it 
may be called—I do not get your idea exactly. 

Q. I mean the action of the Ring which was formed 
under the Tax Levy, consisting of Mr. Tweed, Mr. Con- 
nolly, Mr. Sweeney and Mr. Hall, in which these claims 
amounting to $18,000,000, which you speak of, were pre- 
sented ? 

A, The claims then presented amounted to $18,000,000, 
and included those payments made under the Charter of 
1870, and the Tax Levy which was passed in aid of the 
Charter. 

Q@. How much have you estimated the entire amount 
which has been diverted from the Treasury by the corrupt 
practices of the Ring, from first to last, has amounted to ? 

A. I have analyzed it so that I developed fraud, or a 
large element of fraud, in about $30,000,000, between the 
first of January, 1868, to the first of July, 1871—about 
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the time of the disruption of the Ring. There was also a 
large class of claims which I have never touched or looked 
into at all, for want of time and physical ability, and 
lacking the facilities to do so, which, I also believe, involve 
a large amount of fraud. 

@. Did you look back previous to the year 1868. 

A. No; that was not within the scope uf my investiga- 
tion. There were some payments begun in 1867 by 
Keyser, Garvey, and Tweed; but the percentages were 
considerably smaller than subsequent ones were—such 
frauds as may have been developed in street openings, 
street improvements, street widenings, and vuntracts for 
supplies, which I have never looked into, but judging 
from all the collateral circuinstances and the increase in 
the debt of the city during those two or three years from 
1868 to 1871, I have estimated the-frauds to which the 
city and county were subjected during those three years 
and a half at from forty-tive to fifty millions of dollars. 

Q. Do you mean to say that the whole of that amount 
was fraudulent ? 

A. I modify the statement by saying that there was a 
large element of fraud in it. My judginent is that in the 
thirty millions not over fifteen per cent. represented genu- 
ine claims. In other words twenty-five millions were 
stolen from the treasury, and four millions and a half 
paid for value received. ; 

@. Huw much do I understand you to say was, from 
first to last, stolen from the treasury. 

A. I have no means of judging the amount, but it is 
over $30,000,000. 

Q. So far as you have gone, your judgment is that 
$26,500,000 were actually stolen from the City and © 
County Treasury, is it not? 
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A, $25,500,000. 

Q. And you have been able to trace a large portion, if 
not all of these fraudulent percentages to the persons who 
received them ? 

A. Yes, sir; that is particularly true of the county dis- 
bursements. In the city disbursements, I cannot speak 
with snch definiteness, because the system of division did 
not prevail in the city in the same way as in county 
matters. Fraudulent warrants on the City Treasury were 
more frequently paid in bank notes, and distributed in 
that way, and all trace of them is lost. 

Q. Are you familiar with the suits which have been 
begnn either by the city of New York or by the people of 
the State of New York, with the purpose of discovering 
the money which has been fraudulently diverted froin the 
Treasury ? 

A. To an extent | am. 

QY. Will you be kind enough to give me a list of the 
suits yon know to have been begun ¢ 

A. [have not that list with me. 

Q. Have yon it anywhere ? 

A. Not embodied in a regular form. 

Q. How long will it take you to get it? 

A. There are no facilities for getting it out with 
minuteness, but I can give you a statement of the cases now. 

Q. State what cases have been begun ? 

A. Do you speak of offensive actions ? 

Y. I mean actions by the city or people against any one. 

4. Yon don’t speak of any actions in which there are 
defences or off-sets ? 
Q. No; I want to know how many suits have been 


begnn by the people for the purpose of recovering a 
of the plunder ? & 4 part 
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The witness gave the following list of suits commenced 
on behalf of the city for the recovery of the stolen 
moneys: 


The Mayor, ete., agt. The Broadway Bank. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. T. W. Roe & Co. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. John O’Donnell. 

The Mayor, ete., agt. Alexander Brandon. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. Morgan Jones. 

The Mayor, ete., agt. Archibald Hall, Jr. 

The Mayor, ete., agt. Daniel Berrien. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. Ed. Marriner and another. 
The Mayor, etc., agt. Geo. S. Miller and W. M. Tweed. 
The Mayor, etc., agt. J. W. Smith. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. J. A. Monaghan. 

The Mayor, etce., agt. Ed. Jones & Co. 

The Mayor, etc. agt. W. C. Rogers & Co. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. W. Hay. 

The Mayor, etc., ayt. Ed. A. Moore. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. Forbes Holland. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. 11. W. Genet. 

The Mayor, etc., agt. Estate of Charles Vandevoort. 
The People, etc., agt. Wm. M. Tweed. 

The People, etc., agt. Estate of James Watson. 
The People, etc., agt. Cummings H. Tucker. 
The People, etc., agt. P. B. Sweeney. 

The People, etc., agt. R. B. Connolly. 

The People, ete., agt. E. A. Woodward. 

The People, etc., agt. John J. Walsh. 

The People, etc., agt. Thos. Coman. 


[The latter was discontinued a few days since.] 


There are other suits, but I have not the data here; 
that is all that I notice here at present ; there is a case of 
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the Mayor against J. W. Smith, that is running through 
my mind. ' 

Q. There is a suit that was discontinued a few days ago 
against Thomas Coman ? 

A. Yes; that was disposed of yesterday—as also one 
against William Walsh. 

Q. Can you tell me who has special charge of all these 
suits—what lawyer represents the Mayor, and what law- 
yer represents the People, in each of these suits ? 

A. I think in a great many of the cases, the retainers 
have been revoked. 

Q. Who had charge of the Mayor against the Broadway 
Bank? 

A. James C. Carter. 

Q. And the Mayor against T. W. Roe & Co.? 

A. W.U. Peckham. 

Q. In the Mayor against John O’Donnell, and against 
A. Brandon, M. Jones, A. Hall, Jr, D. Berrien, E. Mari- 
ner and another (Mariner has since deceased) against 
G. 8. Miller and William M. Tweed? 

. Wheeler Il. Peckham. 

. Against J. O'Donnell ? 

. Barlow and Olney. 

. Against Alexander Brandon? 

. Barlow and Olney. 

. Against Morgan Jones ? 

. That is in the hands of the Corporation Counsel. I 
think it was Mr. Carter who was retained at first to con- 
duct it. 

Q. The Mayor against A. Hall, Jr.; who had that? 

A. Barlow and Olney? 

Q. The Mayor against D. Berrien ? 

A. Mr. Carter. 
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Q. The Mayor against E. Marriner and another (Mari- 
ner is since deceased) ? 

A. Mr. Carter, I know, had that. 

Q. The Mayor against G. S. Miller and W. M. Tweed? 

A. Mr. Carter. 

Q. Against J. A. Monaghan? 

A. Peter Starr. 

Q. The Mayor against Ed. Jones & Co. ? 

A. Idon’t know that the complaint was ever drawn 
in that case, but it was originally in the hands of Wm. 
M. Smith. 

Q. W. C. Rogers? 

. The same. ; 
. The People vs. Hall, Moore and Forbes Holland ? 
. Wheeler H. Peckham. | 
Against H. W. Genet ? 

John E. Parsons. 

Against the Estate of Charles Vandevoort ? 
W. iH. Peckham. 

Against J. W. Smith ? 

The Corporation Counsel. 

Against Allen and Stevens ? 

The Corporation Counsel. 

Against Wm. M. Tweed ? 

W. Hi. Peckham and Carter. 

That has been tried ? 

Yes, sir. 

The People against the Watson Estate ? 
Wheeler H. Peckham. 

That has been settled 9 

Yes, sir. 

. The People against P. B. Sweeney ? 

. W. H. Peckham and S. B. Nash. 
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Q. The People against Tucker ? 

A. Barlow and Olney. 

Q. The People against Coman ? 

A. Barlow and Olney. 

Q. Is that the suit that was discontinued a day or two 
ago? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The People against Wheeler t 

A. The same. 

Q. The People against S. C. Connolly t 

A. W. H. Peckham. 

Q. The People against Woodward f 

A. Wheeler 1. Peckham. 

Q. Do you know tke present condition of each of these 
suitae—do you know when they were commenced in the 
first instance; we will begin at the top of the list—“ The 
Mayor against the Broadway Bank?” 

A. That suit was commenced in July, 1874, I think. It 
has not progressed very far, and has never becn tried. 

Q. Aguinst T. W. Roe & Co.? 

A. It was commenced in the summer of 1874. 

Q. How far has it progressed ? 

A. It is nearly ready for trial, I believe, sir. 

Q. The Mayor against J. O’Donnell—when was that 
commenced ? 

A. 1 think about the same time—in the summer of 
1874. 

Q. What is its present condition ? 

A. I think it has been deemed unprofitable to continue 
its prosecution, not from lack of evidence, but from the 
impecuniosity of the defendant. 

Q. What has been done with it? 

A. The suit is not now in progresa We determined 
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present, it was not to be pushed on acconnt of the 
e that it would entail, without any benefit. 

The Mayoragainst Brandon; when was that begun ? 
[n 1874. 

las it progressed ? 

It has not progressed. 

For what reason ? - 

[I do not know. 

lu your opinion is there evidence to warrant the 
ation of success init? — - 

In my opinion, there was a very good case; I think 
was sufficient evidence to base the claim upon. 

As far as you know, the defendant is in the same 
n as the last defendant ? 

1 do not know, but my impression is that he is re- 
ble. 

The Mayor against Morgan Jones ? 

That suit was commenced in November, 1874, and 
ose it will soon be ready for trial. 

The People against Archibald [fall 4 

That was commenced in 1874; he is a fugitive, and 
t vet been served with a summons. 

is it in progress ? 

No, sir. 

Do you know whether he left any property behind 


I do not know. ; 

Do you know whether it has been attached or not ? 
That I don’t know. 

[ wich you would refresh your memory from the 
randa you have in your safe—The Mayor against 
rrien % 

That suit is in progress. 
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Q. When was it commenced f 

A. In November, 1874. Thet suit has not progressed. 
My impression is that a portion of the evidence upon 
which the plaintiffs base their claim has been or will be 
used in defensive proceedings on behalf of the city as an 
offset to the claims presented by D. Berrien. 

Q. Against E. Mariner and another? 

A. [think that other is William M. Tweed; Mariner 
is dead. 

Q. Tweed, you say, is the other defendant ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was that begun # 

A. In 1874. 

Q. When did Mariner die? 

A. About a year and a half ago; it must have been the 
spring of 187». 

Q. Do you know anything about his estate ? 

A. I donot. I wasill at the time of his death. I was 
over in Brooklyn, but as soon as I heard of his death I 
sent a person to inquire about him, and I found it was 
the same person. I then wrote a note (I have forgotten 
to what counsel) stating he was dead, and that I did not 
know whether it was advisable to pursue his estate or not. 

Q. Did he leave any property ? 

A. Idon’tknow. He certainly stole enough to enable 
him to do so. 

Q. Against G. S. Miller and William M. Tweed 2? 

A. I think in regard to the claim against Miller, there 
was some arrangement made by which he was not to be 


prosecuted on condition of his furnishing some evidence 
in certain suits. 


Q. What do you mean—do you mean with counsel ? 
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A. I think with the State authorities "That is an im- 
pression on my own part. 

Q. By State authoritiee—do you mean the Attorney- 
General ? 

A. Yes, with those who represented him. 

Q. What was that suit for ? 

A. To recover moneys obtained by him fraudulently. 

Q. In connection with Tweed ? 

A. I think that the action was based on certain frauds 
in connection with the removal of the aqueduct. 

Q. Do you know the amount for which lhe was sued ? 

A. (Looking at his memoranda). It is put down here 
as $500,600. 

Y. Was he called as a witness in one of the cases? 

A. I think I saw in the papers that he was called as a 
witness in the Tweed case. 

Q. Against J. A. Monaghan—when was that com- 
menced ? 

A. In 1874. 

Q. Has it progressed ? 

A. Toa certain extent it has—as fur as I am concerned 
I am ready for trial. Monaghan is under $25,000 bonds 
to the city. 

Q. You think it is ready for trial as far as the evidence 
goes? 

A. Yes, sir. In the other case T. W. Roe & Co.—Roe 
and Monaghan are jointly under bonds for $50,000. 

Q. The Mayor against E. Jones & Co.—when was that 
begun ¢ 

A. The summons was served in the autumn of 1874. 

Q. What was done since ? 

A. I think nothing. I think it is in the hands of the 
Corporation Counsel, who is resisting or defending cer- 
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tain suits brought by them to recover more claims of the 
same character. | 

Q. You refer to the case of W. C. Rogers & Co.? 
_ A. It is the same thing. 

Q. The Mayor against Hall, Moore and Forbes Hol- 
land—when was that begun? 

A. In August (874. 

Q. What has been done since in that case? 

A, Nothing that I know of. 

Q. Do you know why ? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Has the evidence ever been worked up? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Is it ready for trial, as far as you know from the 
evidence. 


A. That does not depend upon me; Mr. Halford made 
the investigation chiefly, in that case. 

Q. The Mayor against Genet—when was that begun 

A. I think in 1874. 

Q. Do youn know what was done in that matter ? 

A. No, sir; I think it was an inquest. There was no 
appearance on behalf of Genet, and judgment by default 
was rendered against him; but whether the city ever 
recovered anything against his property at Harlem, I don’t 
know. 


Q. The Mayor against the estate of Charles Vander 
voort ? 

Q. I think the evidence against Vandervoort has been 
used by the city in its defence against proceedin 
brought by the executors and administrators against one 
city. I donot think it has been utilized in the w : 
progressing that action. It has been used in other 
I don’t think that the action against Vandervoort h 
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ways. 
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progressed at all; which, I presnme, is owing to the pro- 
ceedings on behalf of hia estate against the city. 

Q. Is the evidence worked up in that case? 

A. Mr. Halford has done so—the same as in the other 
cage. 

Q. The Mayor against J. W. Smith—when was that 
begun ¢ 

A. I think, in 1872. It should have progressed since, 
but why it has not done so I cannot tell. I do not know 
the legal reasons. 

Q. Is it in progress ? 

A. It is in the hands of the Corporation Counsel. 

Q. The People against Tweed ? 

A. That has been tried and judgment given for 
$6,000,000. 

Q. Against Allen and Stevens? 

A. That was commenced in January last, and is in the 
hands of the Corporation Counsel. 
. Against the Watson estate ? 
. $590,435.95 was recovered there. 
. By a settlement against the estate of Watson? 
. Yes, sir. 
. Was there nut some more to be paid ? 
. No, sir. 
. Waa that the whole amount ? 
. Yes, sir. 
. Has it all been recovered ? 
. I believe so. 

Q. Look at this settlement and see if it states the 
amount recovered (handing the witness a paper) ? 

A. I think that is the amount, $590,435.05. 

Q. How much of that amount was actually paid over 
to the city ? 
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A. I think $558,000 or $560,000. Ithink the expenses 
in that case were $32,000. 

Q. Was the rest of it all paid over to the city ? 

A. I understand it was. I think it was paid over by 
two instalments, by the Attorney General. I think that 
the general fund is credited with that amount. 


The witness was handed the following 


STATEMENT OF THE AMOUNT OF MONEYS RECOVERED BY THE 
CITY OF NEW YORK FROM THE “ RING 8UITS”’ TO OCTOBER 


18, 1877: 
January 24, 1876—From the estate of James 
Watson. 2-0 cnt ness: Mensae eae $590,435 94 
January 3, 1877—From Elbert A. Woodward, 
OR MCCOUDt cs ot toe ss gee se ie ee 100,000 00 
Interes¢ ecco. SPS. CR Oe OS 413 58 
otal: cece cee Cre eee $690,849 52 


Less payments for expenses made by Attorney 
General 


Sadia We ghia tie 25's d ORR MOT Se 32,612 52 

Amounts paid into City Treasury...... $658,237 00 
Less payments for expenses made by the City 

of NewcLorki.. se oe en ee ee eee 194,098 82 


atl eee Mae dae $464,138 18 


== 
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STATEMENT OF THE AMOUNTS OF MONEYS PAID FOB LIABILITIES, 
COUNSEL FEKS, EXPENSES, AND OTHERWISE IN TUE “ RING 
SUITS.” 

March 13, 1872, to March 2, 1877—Payments 

from the Treasury of the City of New 


oY OF east oo, Se Pract Mh cies aces eRe anit Wc sop hoss $194,098 82 
March 14 to September 19, 1876—Payments 
made by the Attorney General.......... 32,612 52 
LOtaEDAVMONIS oo ocean ee ns $226,711 34 
Lotalereceiptas. ies ot Sev. Seer oe, SEM $690,549 52 
Totalipsymen tas. otk ele ts. teen 226,711 34 
Balance tet, Oe ee, Be: $464,138 18 


Q. What does that $194,098.82 “ less payments for ex- 
penses made by the city of New York” mean? 

A. I think that paper lacks explanation. That, as I un- 
derstand it, embraces the eutire expense, or is intended to, 
which the city, county, and State have been subjected in 
view of all these litigations, civil and criminal, up to the 
date when tbe paper was drawn up, and instead of 
$690,900 having been recovered, I should say it is 
$1,140,000. That is, settlements have been made to that 
amount already—$590,000 from Watson’s estate, $155,000 
from Woodward, and $400,000 from Sweeney. 

@. Are the expenscs in the Sweeney case included in 
the amount ? 

A. Thie statement says “up to October, 1877.” The 
Sweeney case was settled in June. Now, in addition to 
these, here are some twenty or thirty or forty suits, both 
offensive and defensive, by and against the city, in which 
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evidence has been gathered, arranged and put into shape 
for proceedings covering a period of nearly six years. 
There is also embraced here the lawyera’ expenses, the 
legal expenses generally, and the expenses attending the 
criminal trials that have transpired. The city has in 
a great many cases bronght in evidence of a defensive 
character, in the way of offsets growing out of the 
frauds ? 

Q. That sum of $196,000 can readily be resolved into 
its constituent items—can it not ? 

A. As to the recipients of the money, I suppose it can ; 
but as to the payments in each case, it would be a little 
difficult to do so, because of the warrants, which renders 
it difficult to go into minute details in that way. 

Q. But you can figure up how much went to each indi- 
vidual ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you got the data for that? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Who would have that knowledge ? 

A. I don’t know of any one but the Comptruller’s 
office. There was a statement of that kind, which was 
published in the papers some months ago; but I never 
saw it except in a condensed form. 

Y. Did you work up the evidence in the case of Wat- 
son ¢ 

A. I did, sir. There was a large amonnt of money 
attached. I think in 1871. The money wasin the U. S. 
Trust Company. 

Q. How much was it ? 

A. I think $800,000. There was plenty of general evi- 
dence of Watson’s participation in these frauds; but it 
was not of a character whereby you could judicially 
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establish the frauds; and it lay there for about four years 
until in 1874, or early in 1875, when I found a way of 
proving cach amount that he had received during a cer- 
tain period, representing the exact percentage of these’ 
frandulent bills, and the case was so complete, as I -be- 
lieve, that it would stand upon its own merits, and go 
into a nutshell. When it was before the referee I don’t 
sthink a witness of ours was examined ; and I think it was 
this development that recovered the money. 
Q. And you got judgment ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Ilow mnch was the judgment for ? 
A. I think for a little more than the amount stated in 
that paper. I only know what I saw in the papers. 
@. Andthis money you got ont of the money you had 
attached in the U. S. Trust Company ¢ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, “The People against C. H. Tucker,” when 
was that suit commenced, and what is its present condition f 
A. That suit was commenced late in 1875—I think late 
in 1874. There were some attempts made at negotiation, 
I think, but they fell through. I don’t think that the 
action has progressed. 
Q. Have you worked up the evidence in that case ¢ 
A. | have. 
Q. Do yon think it would sustain the action against 
him ? 
A. I think so; I think it is complete. 
Q. Has he got anything? 
A. I don’t know. At one time he had a handsome 
property. 
Q. Since the suit was commenced, has he had any 
thing ! 
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A. I cannot say of my own knowledge. 

Q. Why was the suit not pressed ? 

A. Efforts were made to compromise it in 1875, but 
they fell throngh. 

Q. How much is the suit for? 

A. I think its nominal amount is $400,000. 

Q. What was that for? 

A. Tucker was Superintendent of the erection of the 
new Court-house up to December, 1870, when the Com- 
missioners were appointed. During his superintendency, 
duriug four or five years, there were a great many bills, 
false and fictitious, certified to by him, and upon these 
he collected a commission of five per cent., according to 
a contract with the Board of Supervisors, and the suit is 
brought not only to recover the commissions but for a 
portion of the fraudulent payment to the claimants. 

Q. The People against Peter B. Sweeney is the suit 
that has been recently settled by an agreement for repay- 
ment of $400,000 out of the estate of J. M. Sweeney ? 

A. Yes, sir; nominally. 

Q. Could you say that the evidence that you had worked 
up in that case pointed to P. B. Sweeney as the man who 
received the money, or a portion of it ? 

A. Yea, sir; the evidence showed that P. B. Sweene 
was the man. y 

Q. The next case is that of the People against Co 

A Yes; that case was discontinued aes et a 

Q. What was that suit brought for ? 

A. To recover bills fraudently certified by him 
missioner of the Court House. : J Baier 


Q. Did you work up the facts in that case ? 
A. I did. 
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Q. Did you consider you had sufficient evidence against 
Coman ? 

A. The genera] evidence was sufficient to satisfy my 
own mind—looking at it from a common sense point of 
view, that he did participatein the proceeds—that he did 
receive a commission from those bills; but looking at it 
in a legal point of view, it might, of course, be different; 
I do not speak so positively on that head, and should not 
speak at all. 

Q. You are not a lawyer? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What was the amount in that Coman snit? 

A. $400,000. 

Q. What was the nature of the evidence that you were 
able to get which seemed to you to connect Coman with 
these frands? 

A. Well, from the fact that he certified to these bogus 
bills; and, also, that there was a certain commission al- 
lowed to himn on account of them? I don’t say we could 
establish judicially that state of tacts upon all tho points ; 
the general case appeared to bo, that if there were payments 
to him, they were made before he certitied to the bills; and 
that made a legal complication, but it aggravated the 
fraids. 

Q. The trouble was that you could not bring home a 
guilty knowledge to Coman? 

A, The only question was how far the evidence im- 
plicated him directly. 

Q. In the knowledge of the frauds before they were 
committed ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The People against Walsh ? 

A. I think that is a good case and ought to yo to trial. 
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Q. Is it ready for trial ? 

A. Yes, as far as I am concerned. 

Q. When was it begun ? 

A. The same time as the Coman case ? 

Q. What was it for? 

A. It was for the same amount as the Coman case. 
He was a co-Commissioner with Coman. — 

Q. Do you think that is a good case. 

A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. When was it brought? 

A. I think in 1875. I cannot give you the exact date 
when it was brought. , 

Q. How far has it progressed ? 

A. I think it is ready for trial, and I hope it will be 
called pretty soon. 

Q. What is the amonnt involved ? 

A. I think the same amount as that of the Coman case. 

Q. $400,000? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The People against Woodward -— is that suit pending t 

A. That suit was compromised and settled. 

Q. Did you work up the facts in that case ? 

A. 1 perfected the evidence. Governor Tilden origi- 
nally analyzed the case to a certain point ; and in addition 
to that, I had evidence inculpating him in obtaining 
$8,901),000 to $10,000,000 additional. 

Q. What was that suit brought for? 

A. For the whole $6,000,000. 

Q. Ilow much was it settled for? 

A. $155,000; TI get my information from the news- 
papers. 


QY. Do you know how much of that was actuall : 
into the treasury ? yY paid 
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A. I think $100,000. 

@. Where is the other $55,000 ? 

A. That I do not know. 

Q. Do you know upon what basis that compromise was 
agreed upon ? 

A. I merely suppose that it was agreed apon on the 
ground of his inability to pay more. 

Q. Not from any weakness in the case itself, but simply 
the insolvency of the defendant ? 

A. I don’t think there was any weakness in the case at 
al]. I think, in addition to that, there was another ele- 
ment taken into consideration iu the compromise, and that 
was the intention to use Woodward’s evidence in one or 
two other cases. I think that element also entered into 
the consideration of the compromise. 

Q. Do you think that there is any essential difference 
between the evidence in favor of the City in the Walsh 
case and in the Coman case? 

A. I do. 

Q. You think there are essential differences ? 

A. Ido. 

Q. Do you think they go to the fastening on the defen- 
dants a guilty knowledge of the frauds ? 

A. Yes, sir; Ido. 

Q. I don’t want you to particularize thein? 

A. I cannot see how it could be otherwise than that 
there was a guilty knowledge all through. 

Q. Both in regard to Coman and Walsh ? 

A. Yes, sir: and Norton; there were some criminal 
proceedings against Norton, and I don’t think that the 
eivil proceedings were commenced from the fact that in 
1874 Norton, who was at that time a fugitive owing to 
the criminal prosecutions against him, made an affidavit 
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in one of the city cases, and was granted immunity—that 
is nominally; so it was understood that if he acted in good 
faith towards the city, he would not be dealt with harshly ; 
this evidence was necessary,and as long as he acts in good 
faith I do not think he ought to be prosecuted. 

Q. Do you think he would have known of the cum- 
plicity of Coman in that case ? 

A. I don’t, but he might have known generally ; but he 
might not be able to state specific facts. 

Q. Did you examine the case? 

A. I think the counsel have done so. 

Q. I understand yon to say that as far as you have 
gone to-day your testimony has had reference chiefly to 
the frauds committed against the County Treasury ? 

A. Some of them also related to the City Treasury. 


Mr. Corz—I propose at our next meeting to inquire 
into the frauds that have been committed upon the City 
Treasury. 


The Committee thereupon adjourned until Saturday, the 
27th instant, at two o’clock p. m. 
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SIXTEENTH DAY. 


Oorosrr 27, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
< Cow1ne, 
. SLEVIN. 


The reading of the minutes of the preceding session was, 
upon motion of Alderman Lewis, dispensed with. 


Henry F. Tarror retook the stand. 


Mr. Cotz—At the close of your examination, at the last 
session of the Committee, you said that you had confined 
yourself principally to frauds upon the County Treasury, 
and that, independently of them, there were other frauds 
against the City Treasury, concerning which you had 
gathered certain information. 


Mr. Tarytor—Before proceeding farther, Mr. Chairman 
and Gentlemen, I want to say this, in further elucidating 
the idea I endeavored to express the other day, and which, 
perhaps from my obtuseness, might not have been clearly 
understood here. Nothing was farther from my intentions 
than inviting criticism upon the actions of any of the 
counsel in any of those cases. I intended to state that my 
connection with these matters related entirely to the facts 
that I had gathered and submitted to counsel, which in 
every case were deemed sufficient to base an action upon. 
T can illustrate better by the case of Coman. The facts 
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as they appeared were deemed sufficient to base an action 
upon. They were enfficient to establish in my mind, and 
I believe it to-day as I have always, that the general cir- 
cumstances and all the collateral facts gathered from first 
to last tend to show his participation in the moneys paid 
on account of the Court House, but if the counsel find 
they could not establish those facts in evidence, that fact 
does not change the impression on my mind, although it 
might materially affect the case upon trial. My position 
is exceedingly embarrassing, for the reason that there are 
a large number of suits pending for and against the city, 
based on those facts and this evidence, and I am very fear- 
ful, and was fearful, that I might say something which 
might prejudice the city’s interests, one way or another, 
pending trial of those actions, or before the trials, that I 
might admit to thie Committee that there was a weakness 
here or there, which I had no desire to do. The lawyers 
are the judges, in these cases, of the evidence legally, tak- 
ing it as submitted to them. I have found that my ideas 
here were perhaps misinterpreted here and misunderstood 


by the public, and I take this opportunity to explain my- 
self in connection with them. 


In connection with the city matters, you were about to 
ask, sir——— 


Mr. Cote—Just wait a moment. 


[A brief consultation between Mr. Cole and the mem- 
bers of the Committee ensued. } 


By Mr. Core— 


Q. Now, Mr. Taintor, as to this Coman case ? 
A. Yes, sir. ; 
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Q. I will be giad if yon will give the Committee to 
understand just what the state of the tacts was, as you 
understood thern ? i; 

A. Dv the Committee take the responsibility of an 
prejudice to the interests of the city in other suits? If so 
I will cheerfully answer the questions. ‘The same evi- 
dence and general facts apply in other cases still pending. 


[The Committce and Mr. Cole again consulted. ] 


By Mr. Core— 


Y. Is it your opinion, Mr. Taintor, that to give a history 
of the facts of the Coman case might endanger the interests 
of the city in other pending suits ? 

A. There is a chance that they might. I do not know 
that it would endanger the interests of the city, bat it 
might give the opposing counsel in other cases sume clues 
to our evidence in those cases which they have net now, 
and which they might take advantage of to the prejudice 
of the city’s interests. The facts will be made public on 
the trial of other cases. 

Y. Then we will not press that. Well now, with regard 
tothe frauds againet the city treasury, as distinguished 
from ‘those against the county treasury, to which you have 
already testified, were those under special acts of the 
Legislature generally ? 

A. Well, I find that the most aggravated frauds in con- 
nection with the $30,000,000 of which I spoke the other 
day, city and county payments coinbined, were under the 
special laws, and where the frauds were in connection 
with payments from funds raised upon the -credit of the 
city, rather than funds raised by the direct appropriations 
of the tax levy. 


Torntor 26 

Q. You mean by isene of bonds under special legis- 
lation ? 

A. Yes, sir. And I will state as an example, with re- 
ference to the Adjusted Claims of ’68 —— 

Q. Under chapter 853 of the Laws of 1868? 

A. Yes. It gave the Comptroller supreme authority to 
adjust claims against the city. 

Q. Wait a moment. Chapter 853 of the Laws of 1868, 
section 8, I presnine you refer to, reads as follows 
[reading the section]: Is that the provision you refer to ? 

A. Yes, sir. Under that act there were six millions 
adjusted—or about six millions—for the county, and 
about thirteen millions all told. Now the idea of paying 
thirteen million dollars in one or two years from the ap- 
propriations under the tax levy is absurd, and there were 
laws passed subsequent to that which converted those 
revenne bonds into long bonds for the city and it was so 
done. I have not with me the data to refer to, but it was 
done. The idea of paying from the tax levy I do not 
think was serionsly entertained when the law was passed. 
The samo statement of facts applics to the city and 
county. 

Q. What sort of claims were adjusted and subsequently 
paid by bonds of the city of New York under the right 
provided by that section of that law ? 

A. Well, I will cite six bills in the name of J. 134 
Ingersoll & Co., amounting to about one million of 
dollars. They were bogus, almost from first to last, and 
the proceeds were divided almost as systematically as 
the county funds were. The vouchers were all abstracted 
from the Finance Department except one. After two o; 
threc years’ investigation in these matters, I accidentally 
found that voucher, and I found the form for legal “aici 
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ceedings—for commencing legal action as named in the 
law. In some places the blanks were not filled out, and 
the names of attorneys and other persons were pro- 
miscuously attached, written in by everybody, and the 
whole thing was in irregular shape, for the sake of com- 
plying somewhat with the forms of the law under which 
the money was to be paid, but it was very irregular, and 
showed that in all those cases there were very vague 
attempts to carry ont the provisions of the law, even 
regarding the form of the papers. 

Q. Were suits begun in those cases ? 

A. Noteo far as I know. 

Q. What do you mean by saying “ attorneys’ names ” ? 

A. On the voncher—I found on this one voucher the 
legal printed form attached, but few of the blanks filled 
up at all. 

Q. Yon mean “summons” and “complaint,” and all 
that? 

A. Yes; but so as to show they were merely put there 
for effect. 

Q. Have you that voucher ? 

A. No, sir; I think it is in the hands of some of the 
counsel in these vases. 

Q. 1 wish yon would find out where it is, as it is impor- 
tant? ; 

A. J will do so, sir. 

Q. What do those six bills aggregate ? 

A. $933,000. 

Q. What do they purport to be for? 

A. Supplies for the old Street Department. 

Q. They purported to be old bills for the Street De- 
partment before that was superseded by the Board of 
Public Works? 
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A. Yes, sir; I prepared a list of what appeared to me 
to be the most aggravated cases of frand under the pay- 
ments on that act, and submitted it one time to the De- 
partment of Public Works, and asked that reference might 
be made to the old records of the Street Department, as 
those claims generally, were alleged to be old claims of 
the Street Department before it was merged into the 
Board of Public Works. It was reported to me that 
three or four milliona of those claima had no existence, 
so far as their books were concerned. 

Q. Have you the list of those clains with you ? 

A. It is in another pocket in an adjoining room, and if 
you will send a messenger for it Ican obtain it. [A mes- 
senger was dispatched to obtain the list.| There are others 
of those special laws —— 

Q. I will call your attention to some more. [am 
informed that there were probably some frauds perpetrated 
under the provisions of chapter 213 of the Laws of 187 We 
relating to the distribution of Croton water through the 
city of New York. That act provided that the Mayor, 
Aldermen and Commonalty should be authorized to 
extend the laying of pipes for the distribution of Croton 
water through New York, ete. ? 

A. Appropriating a million, ora million and a half. 

Q. Not to exceed one and ahalf millions, and authorized 
the Comptroller to borrow money and issue bonds there- 
for ¢ 

A. Well, there was & little over one million dollars paid 
froin that fund during the year 1871. I have been at 
some pains this forenoon to figure up the bills in which 
the frauds have been, or, as I believe, can be readil 
proven, and I find that $568,000 out of the million allezed 
to have been paid for this purpose that year is entirely 
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fraudulent, or embraces a very large element of fraud. 
These cases are made the subject of actions, or perhaps 
the evidence in eome of them may have been used as off- 
sets to other claims brought against the city. 

Q. Have you that in euch a shape that you can indicate 
the instances of frauds under that law ? 

A. I can give the names of individuals. ‘They are all 
embraced in the Jist I submitted the other day: Keyser 
& Co., Geo. S. Miller, E. Mariner, Archibald Hall, Jr.,— 
Morgan Jones’ name appears, and the evidence is deemed 
sufficient to base an action against him—D. Berrien: I 
think that is abont all; five or six names. 

Q. Well, were those claims fraudulent both as to amount 
and as to material furnished ¢ 

A. As to the amount of material furnished and in some 
of them the prices charged were two or three hundred 
per cent. in advance of the market prices of the articles 
alleged to have been furnished. Take both classes of 
frands and they aggregate nearly the amount of the bills. 

Q. How much do you think was the aggreyate of the 
frandulent part of the bills collected under that act ? 

A. Well, I adhere to the fifteen per cent. that I named 
the other day in connection with the county matters as a 
fair average of the genuine value. Of course it is a mat- 
ter of judgment on iny purt gathered from experience in 
these inatters, but in every case [ can specifically state the 
frand, and I feel warranted in making that statement. 
Fifteen per cent. would be a liberal estimate of the aver- 
age genuine value represented. 

Q. Now, I call your attention to chapter 230 of the 
Laws of 1870, which is another one of the special acts 
whereby money is supposed tu have been diverted from 
the City treasury. That law gave authority to raise such 
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gums of money as the Commissioner of Public Works 
should certify there was occasion’ for. What was done 
under that act? 

A. That act is unlimited so far as the amount of money 
there authorized to be raised. ‘ 

Q. Yes. Limited to such amount only as the Commis- 
sioner of Public Works shall certify to be necessary. 
Who was Commissioner of Public Works then? 

A. Mr. Tweed. 

Q. Did he ever certify what amount was necessary ? 

A. I donot know. Lis certificate is attached tu the 
bills paid under this act. 

Q. He never limited himself to any gross sum ? 

A. Not that I am aware of. There were estimates 
made by engiteers of the expenses likely to be incurred 
in moving this aqueduct. I think it was set down at one 
aud a half millions. The aqueduct was removed from 
Ninety-third to One Hundred and Thirteenth street. It 
was changed about twenty blocks. The expenses of it in 
1870, and up to the middle of 1871, as far as the bills 
were paid was $8,100,000, or a little over; I have for- 
gotten the exact amount. 

Q. By “the expenses” do you mean the actual ex- 
penees, or that charged against the city ? 

A. The expense the city was put to under that act; the 
same list of names, I think, occur in connection with the 
frauds in that job which appeared in the Croton water lay- 
ing, and the evidence in connection with some of them is 
absolutely conclusive as to the frauds, both in the quantity 
of material alleged to have been furnished, and in the 
prices, too. 

Q. And what amount of money do you think—_ 

A. If you will pardon me a moment—I am informed 
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at the Comptroller’s office that there are still a large 
number of claims outstanding, amounting, say, to half a 
million dollars; so that would make $3,500,000 for moving 
the aqneduct twenty blocks, spent in a year and a half 

@. Can you form any idea of the proper expenses of 
that work? 

A. I cannot. 

Q. Youu have never taken any expert testimony as to 
what it cost ? 

A. I have not. 

Q. Well, from the data which was before you, what 
amount of this $3,600,000 do you think was properly 
chargeable to the city treasury? Could you Bye" that # 

A. Well—lI should estimate it—I do not believe that 
over fifty per cent. of it was; I think that would be a 
very liberal estimate of the genuine value. 

@. What became of the amount of money which repre- 
sented the fraud—the other fifty per cent. # 

4. Warrants were drawn to the order of the man who 
presented the bills, and were generally paid in bank-notes 
over the counter of the bank. 

Q. What bank ? 

A. The Broadway Bank, upon which the checks were 
drawn; the tracing of bank-notes is very difficult, and 
they have not been traced definitely ; we rely on the in- 
ternal evidence of fraud in the bills as they were paid. 

Q. Have any suits been begun ayainst the persons 
whom you have named in connection with fraud in this 
job? 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. Which are they ? 

A. Well, that against D. Berrien, and Morgan Jones ; 
there was a suit commenced against E. Mariner, but he 
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is since deceased and I don’t think it amounts to anything: 
now. 


Q. Are those some of the suits concerning which you 
testified at the last session ? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Now, do you think of any other special acts of the 
legislature under which frauds were perpetrated against 
either the city or county treasury ¢ 

A. Yes, sir; I think of others; there was the Court 
House; that was under the county regime. 


Q. Well, what amount of money have yon ascertained 
was diverted froin the county treasury by the Court House: 
job? 

A. Well, you can estimate the cost of that building to 
the city anywhere from $8,000,000 to $13,000,000. It is 
very difficult to say what expenditures are chargeable to 
it, because when they fonnd the Court House was too 
heavily loaded, they charged it to “County Buildings and 
Offices.” Well, if the county buildings and offices could 
be found, upon which this vast amount had been spent 
it would be proper, but they cannot be. The Court 
House is charged with $8,000,000 and the “county build- 
ings and offices” with $5,000,000 to $6,000,000 more. 

Q. Have you figured up what the proper charge for 
Court Douse and all other city and county offices han 
have been—in a rough way ? 

A. It has been, ina rough way, by Mr. Booth’s eo 
mittee, and very careful estimates I believe were aa 
but that includes armories and drill-rooms, and those w mt 
paid, I think, generally by appropriations under the ee 
levy. I remember it was a very small percentage of ks 
amount paid that represented the genuine value of ae 
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building, as it was valued by skilled persons in mechani- 
cal business. 

Q. Were those fraudulent amounts diverted from the 
city and county treasuries under those several acts divided 
among the members of the so-called “ring” in the same 
way other kindred matters were ? 

A. The city payments were generally mado in bills; 
that is, the warrants were paid in bills, and distributed in 
that way. In the county payments the warrants were 
generally deposited, and distribution made by the depos- 
itor. by checks. There are some exceptions. Yon take 
Jones & Co. and Rogers & Co. They generally deposited 
the warrants, drawn to their order, in their own bank, and 
I know of but one instance where a warrant drawn to 
their order was drawn by any of the distributors. There 
was one, of $50,000, deposited by Woodward. 

Q. And the reason you assume that those city payments 
took the same conrse as the others, is that you found the 
warrants were deposited by the same persons known to be 
go-betweens in the county matters ? 

A. No, sir; we relied on the internal evidence of frand 
in the vonchers themselves and the fact that they were 
uniformly paid in bank notes, over the counter of the 
bank, when the men to whom the warrants were drawn 
were men in business, and, if they had been legitimate 
warrants, they would probably have been deposited to 
their own credit, in their own banks, in the regular course 
of business. Yon will find warrants for $150,000 or 
$160,000 being paid over the counter of the Broadway 
Bank in bank notes. 

Q. To the payee of the warrants ? 

A. Yes, sir; when the payee had a current business 
account in the bank at the same time. 
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Q. Well, now, are there any other special acts under 
which those frauds were committed that you can think of ? 

A. Well, I have no other special acts in mind, where 
the frauds have been developed by myself sufficiently for 
me to speak intelligently about them. Doubtless, there 
are others of which I could speak, but I have not them in 
mind at present, sir. 


(Here, by permission of the Committee, the witness ab- 
sented himself for a few minutes to procure the list of 
fraudulent claims which the messenger had failed to find. 
Upon his return with the list the examination was re- 
sumed. | 


Q. Is that the list? 


A. Yes, sir; this is the paper to which I referred. 
[Handing the document to Mr. Cole.] 


Mr. Core [Reading its title) —“ Certain alleged claims 
against the city of New York, paid under chapter 853 
Laws of 1868.” . 


Mr. Tainror—It is certain of them; I do not allege 
frauds in all those cases; I merely state that I presented 
this list to the Chief Clerk of the Department of Public 
Works, be having been, as I understood, in the employ of 
the Department for years, and asked him in reference to 
them. He reported that there was no reference in the 
old records of the Street Departinent, or of the Board of 
Public Works, in reference to those claims. 

Q. And there should have been if they h 
Side claims? ite tates Gee 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I see the list is not footed up 1 
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A. No, sir; it was copied only the other day, and has 
not been footed up. 

Q. Will youn please foot it up, us yon are ready at 
figures—[after a brief strugzle in computation by the 
witness]— What is the amount ? 

A. The amonnt is a little over $3,300,000—I have not 
figured it up definitely, but it is abont that. 

Q. Now, Mr. Taintor, I understand you to say that you 
know nothing more about this list, except that you pre- 
pared it and submitted it to the Department of Public 
Works, and were infurmed that there were no entries upon 
their books, of these claims, which showed that none of 
these were bona fide bills ? 

A. I will make this reservation; 1 will say I know 
nothing abont certain of the names—as to some of them, 
the fraud is alleged and established ; but in others, I do 
not intend to imply any fraud. 

Q. Will you, please, run yuur pencil thorough those to 
which you do not mean to itnply any frand? 

A, 1 do not mean to imply fraud, because I have not 
examined them. 

Q. Well, I only want those vou have examined and 
found to be fraudulent upon examination ? 

A. I will mark the others—[erasing certain names. ] 

Q. [Re-taking the now amended list]|—These are 
alleged claims against the city of New York, paid under 
chapter 853 of the Laws of 1868, which you say, upon 
examination, you find to be fraudulent ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And, so far as you could go finding them frandulent, 
you referred them to the Departinent of Public Works, 
and it was certified to you that none of these claims ap- 
peared on the record of the Street Department, where 


486 


they should have appeared to enable the Comptroller to 
pay them ander this act ? 

A. I believe they all professed to have originated in 
the old Street Department. 


Mr. Coxe (reading the list) : 


1818. W. C. Rogers & Co., June 4, 1870, 

stationery for various departments, to 

December 31, 1868......... ....+- $89,968 85 
1316. Transcript Association, June 7, 1870, 

advertising for Common Council to 

MEKCIC OU LS Mocca + etc. set es © 48,983 40 
1480. A. Brandon, June 21, 1870, repairing 

and re-glazing gas-lamps, ete., for 

Street Department, to November 29, 

1869, as per chapter 383, Laws of 

STO eee a. Se 22,873 O1 
1481. G. L. Schuyler, June 21, 1870, tim- 

ber, etc., for various piers for Street 

Department, to April 9, 1870....... 162,089 7o 


Mr. Tainror—There is no evidence implicating Mr 
Schuyler personally in connection with the transaction, 
but the claim is « fraudulent one, entirely 80, as I be- 
lieve. 


Q. What do you mean by that? 

A. Mr. Schnyler’s name does not appear—that is, hig 
signature does not appear upon the warrant at all. ; 

Q. Whose signature does appear ? 

A. The signature of, I believe, a mythical person, one 
Robert Winthrop. Ihave not been able to establish his 
indentity. 

Q. You believe him to be a myth? 


A. Yes, sir. Iam acquainted with one gentleman of 
that name, but he is not the person. 


Mr. Coxe (resuming the reading of the list) : 


1432. E. Marrener, June 21, 1870, labor 

and materials for late Street Depart- 

ment, to June 30, 1869............ $23,278 28 
1483. Keyser & Co., June 2), 187u, labor 

and materials for late Street Depart. 

ment, to September 9, 1869........ 56,386 60 
1618. Keyser & Co, July 7, 1870, labor 

and materials furnished late Street 

Department, to May 20,1867....... 68,263 44 
1668. Ingersoll & Co., July 18, 1870, ma- 

terials furnished by direction of late 

Street Department, January 1 to 

June $80; VEC HLL Ss he cee cca ss 160,110 42 
1747. Keyser & Co., July 23, 1870, labor 

and materials furnished late Street 

Department, to December 19, 1867.. 51,198 38 
1748. Ingersoll & Co., July 23, 1870, labor 

and materials furnished various de- 

partments, July 1 to December 31, 

RBG i ore ors re pene es eee ae 152,249 05 
1802. Ingersoll & Co., July 29, 1870, fur- 

niture, carpets, etc., furnished vari- 

ous departments by order of late 

Street Department, to June 30, 

Stee hn Gag al aac Sn ey SI 161,341 84 
1803. John O’Donnell, July 29, 1870, lamp- 

posts, granite blocks, et«., farnished 

late Street Department to May 25, 

TST Os OS L800 ees ce ses cess 46,780 28 


1854. 


1926. 


1937. 


1162. 


1163. 


1551. 


1830. 


ae. 


1310. 
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Ingersoll & Co., August 4, 1870, ma- 
terials furnished various departments 
on requisition of late Street Depart- 
ment, July 1 tu December 31, 1868.. 
Ingersoll & Co., August 15, 1870, ma- 
terials furnished various departments 
on requisition of late Street Depart- 
ment, January 1 to June 30), 1&69... 
Ingersoll & Co., August 23, 1879, 
materials furnished various depart- 
ments on requisition of late Street 
Department, July 1 to December 31, 


ADJUSTED OF.AIMS. 
E. Jones & Co., October 7, 1868, 
balance of claim for stationery. ..... 
FE. Jones & Co., October 7, 1868, on 
account of claim for stationery..... 
W. C. Rogers & Co., November 2, 
1868, stationery for Common Coun- 
cil and various departments........ 
E. Jones & Co., November 380, 1863, 
printing and binding for Boards of 
Aldermen and Common Council in 


Transcript Association, December 18, 
1868, judgment for publishing pro- 
ceedings and documents of Common 
OOUNGI Ech .& Gasper catia ie oe 
Transcript Association, August 4, 
1869, in full of claim for advertising 
for city government in 1867 and 


$155,297 73 


153,367 04 


151,274 86 


138,077 26 


150,000 00 


61,274 41 


36,444 29 


100,376 56 
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N. Y. Printing Co., August 4, 1869, 
in full of claim for printing for the 
government in 1866, 1867 and 1868.. 


W.C. Rogers & Co, November 29, 
1869, printing, stationery, etc., to 
various departments to December 1, 


Transcript Association, January 6, 
1870, advertising for Common Coun- 
cil, July 2 to October 30, 1869...... 

Transcript Association, January: 6, 
1870, for judgment filed July 31, 


W. C. Rogers & Co., February 7, 
1870, in full for blank books, station- 
ery, etc., for various departments, 
Angust 25 to December 31, 1868.. 
Edward Marriner, May 4, 1870, claim 
for work and materials furnished 
varions departments, January 8 to 
mpnst’ 3, 18601 .c0. ee So ees 3S 
J. H. Keyser & Co., May 4, 1870, 
same as above, frum January 1, 1865, 
to November 3, 1866...........2.. 
E. Marrener, May 24, 1870, in full of 
claim for work and materials fur- 
nished late Street Department, Jan- 
nary 3 to September 29, 1866...... 


G. L. Schuyler, May 24, 1870, lumber 
furnished at various piers for late 
Street Department to May 11, 1869. 


$48,060 78 


69,185 71 
49,989 72 


27,419 08 
65,905 09 


51,828 58 


59,762 44 


84,526 49 


168,918 74 
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1182. John O’Donnell, May 26, 1870, granite 

blocks, lamp-poate and irons for late 

Street Department, to October 380, 

LS6Sieiee 3 Per Re Bae as $75,848 30 
1292. Daniel Berrien, June 2, 1870, sup- 

plies, etc., furnished late Street De- 

partment to March 29, 1870........ $6,332 62 
1298. A Hall, Jr., June 2, 1570, labor and 

supplies for the late Street Depart- 

ment to December 8, 1868......... 92,529 26 
1294. C. H. Jacobus, June 2, 1870, labor 

and materials furnished late Street 

Department, to June 2, 1809....... 97,813 15 
1295. Keyser & Co., June 2, 1870, labor 

and supplies fur late Street Depart- 

ment, to October 18, 1868.......... 68,701 89 
1299. N. Y. Printing Co, June 2, 1870, 

Priuting for Common Oouncil to 

December 31, 1869....  .......... 79,244 16 


Mr. Corz—Mr. Chairman, I have to report that, on the 
26th of October, I applied to a Justice of the Supreme 
Court for a writ of attachment directed to John Bridge- 
ford, commanding him to appear before a Justice of the 
Snpreme Court, at the Chambers thereof, on Monday next, 
to answer for his inisconduct in refusing to obey a writ of 
subpoena served on him commanding him to testify before 
this committee. That writ will be served by a special 
deputy on Monday morning, and I have every reason to 
expect that Mr. Bridgeford will be present on that occa- 
sion, to answer for his miscunduct, and to appear to tes- 
tify. I have received a telegram from him, saying he will 
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be here, but that will not deter me from serving the writ 
of attachment upon lim, for fear he might change his 
mind. 

Alderman Lrewis—The Committee stands adjourned 
until Monday next, the 29th inst., at two o’clock, p. m. 


SEVENTEENTH DAY. 
Monnary, Oct. 29, 1877—2 p. mu. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
“ CowIne. 


The Committee met, pursuant to adjournment. 
Mr. H. F. Tarntor was called, but did not respond. 


Mr. Corg, Assistant Corporation Counsel— Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not find the witness, Mr. H. F. Taintor, present, 
and I have not got through with h.m yet. 


Ald. Cowirc—Cannot that be suspended until we tinish 
the other matter ? 


Mr. Cotz—Certainly; we can take him up afterward 
just as well. [To Officer.] Call Mr. John Bridgeford. 


JouN BripGErorD, sworn : 


Q. (By Mr. Cotx)--—Your name is John Bridgeford ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Where is your residence, Mr. Bridgeford ? 

A. No. 286 State street, Albany. 

Q. And your occupation is? 

A. Builder. 

Q. Were you ever connected in any way officially with 
the constrnction of the new Capitol building at Albany ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what capacity ? 

A. Superintendent. 

@. Were yon ever present at an interview between 
Wm. M. Tweed and Hamilton Harris, of Albany, at 
which was discussed any scheme for legislation ?-—for 
legislating the then existing commissioners out of office, 
and for the appointment of a new commission for the con- 
struction of the Capitol building? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. When was that? 

A. About the time when they made that commission of 
six; I forget the dates. 

Q. About the year 1870, or 1871? 

A. I could not give you the dates; the time that the 
new commission of six was formed: you can tell by re- 
ferring. 

Q. Where was that interview held ? 

A. In Mr. Tweed’s room at the Delavan House. 

Q. Who was present besides yon and Mr. Hamilton 
Harris ? 

A. Mr. Tweed. 

Q. Did you meet at Mr. Tweed’s room by appoint- 
ment ? 

A. [ think it was by appointment. 

Q. Will yon please state ‘to the Committee, as n 


ear] 
as you can recollect, the words of whatever convovaatits, 
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passed between you three at that interview, or, if you 
cannot recollect the precise words, as nearly as you can 
the substance of that interview? 

A. The substance of it was that Mr. Harris wanted the 
commission changed; there was then a commission of 
eight and he wanted a cominission of six. There was one 
troublesome man in the commission whom they desired to 
be rid of, and for that Mr. Harris wanted this new com- 
mission made and the commission was to be got through 
the Legislature by Mr. Tweed. 

Q. That is, the necessary legislation for the appoint- 
ment of the new commission ? 

A. Yes, sir. The understanding was that Mr. Iarris 
was to manage the matter, and they were to divide the 
profits of the quarry and of the building, whatever profits 
were made in the way of commissions, I suppuse. 

Q. Well, was it specified at that meeting who should 
compose this new commission ? 

A. I think it was talked over, but I don’t remember the 
names who were to be on that commission. 

Q. And you say it was agreed between Mr. Harris and 
Mr. Tweed, that Tweed shonld get the necessary legisla- 
tion throngh, and that Harris should manage the new 
commission appointed under it, and that the profits should 
be divided between Harris and Tweed ? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Did they specify what profits they expected to 
make # | 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And was that the whole of the conversation ? 

A. As near as I can remember. 

Q. What position did Mr. Tweed occupy at that 
time ? 
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A. State Senator. 

Q. Was he supposed to be an influential Senator at that 
time ? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. What position did Mr. Hamilton Harris occupy at 
that time? 

A. Commissioner. 


Q. He was a Commissioner under the old commission, 
and also the then proposed ew one, was he not ? 

A. Been through the whole of them, sir. 

Q. Well, was the bill which Mr. Tweed undertook to 
have passed by the Legislature actually passed—the legis- 
lation obtained ¢ 

A, Yes, sir. 


@. And did the old commission go out of office, and 
did the new commission, as agreed between these two men 
at this conversation, come into power ? 

A. Yea, sir; the commission of six. 

Q. Who composed that commission ? 

A. Mr. William C. Kingsley, Mr. Delos De Wolf, 
Chauncey M. Depew, William A. Rice, Hamilton Harrig 
and Edwin A. Merritt. 

Q. Who was made chairman of that new com mis- 
sion ? 

A. Hamilton Harris. 


@. When the new commission went into office and ag. 
tually undertook the building of the new capitol, who of 
those Commissioners were active members of the commis. 
sion ; all of them ? 

A. Mr. Harris was the prominent one; the other were 


not there only occasionally, except Mr. Rice. Mr. arris 
and Mr. Rice were the prominent men. 
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Q. How long were you connected with the Capitol as 
Superintendent f 

A. I was there from the beginning. I can’t remember 
the date exactly when I left there. This has come so sud- 
denly on me I have no dates for anything. 

Q. Well, as near as you can tell? 

A. From the beginning up to some time in 1872. I’m 
not certain about that and I don’t like to place the dates, 
because I’m not prepared. 

Q. That is near enongh, I—— 

A. I just want to say that I am anprepared hore, and 
that was why I went back last week. I came down to 
appear before the Committee before and went back to Al- 
bany to prepare myself, and, when I got there, found by 
the papers that there was an attachment out, and my 
counsel told me to come right back, so I started right off 
and came down to sxnswer, and I haven’t got the dates, 
and if you lead me off vou will get me all out, and I can’t 
do justice to the case at all. 

Q. Well, from your knowledge of the duties of the 
Commissioners for the Building of the Capitol, do you 
know of any legitimate profits which could possibly arise 
out of that position, further than the salaries which were 
paid to the Commissioners ? 

A. No; no legitimate profits. 

Y. Were there any illegitimate profits that were, to 
your knowledge, derived by any member of the commis- 
sion f 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the nature of those illegitimate profits ? 

A. In the way of cornmiesiuns. 

Q. From whom and for what ? 

A. From contractors. 


446 


Q. Paid to whom? 

A. They paid them to me and I' paid them to Harris. 

Q. Who gave out the contracts ? 

A. They were given out by the Commissioners. 

Q. And do you mean to say that persons to whom con- 
tracts were awarded by the Commissioners paid percent- 
ages or commissions to you, and that you paid those com- 
missions over to Mr. Hamilton Harris ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did those commissions amount in the aggregate to 
a considerable sum of money ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you collected from contractors moncys, which 
you call commissions or percentages, on their contracts 
and paid them over to Mr. Harris, more than once? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know of uny of the Commissioners, of this 
commission of six, being interested in any stone quarry 
which furnished stone to the building of the new Capi- 
tol ¢ 

A. Only Mr. Harris. 

@. What quarry was that ? 

A. The New York Granite Co. 

Q. Did yon understand that Commissioner Harris wag 
interested in that quarry as part owner? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did that quarry farnish stone to the Capitol ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. Were there any other quarries, that you know of 
that any of the other Commissioners had any interest in ° 

A. No. sir. 

@. Were you, Mr. Bridgeford, discharged by the Com- 
missioners from your position as Superintendent ? 
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A. Not by the/Commissioners. 

Q. Well, were you discharged ? 

A. I never considered myself so. I gota letter from 
Mr. McAlpine, saying my services would be no longer re- 
quired. The Commissioners didn’t give me any intima- 
tion that I was discharged. 

Q. When was that ? 

A. I can't give the date. 

Q. Was it after the appointment of the commission of 
six ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why were you discharged ? 

A. I don’t know the particular reason myself. 

Q. Was it for any misconduct? 

A. I dow’t know of any. 

Q. Did they give you any intimation of why you were 
discharged at the time? 

A. No, sir; and Pve got a recommendation here which 
I'd like to have read. 


The paper was read as follows : 


“ To whom wt may concern ; 

“ Whereas an investigation is now going on by the Legis- 
lature of the State, in relation to the manner in which the 
work on the new Capitol has heretofore been conducted, 
and it being rumored that Johu Bridgeford, late Super- 
intendent, was removed by the Cur:nmissioners on said 
building for incompetency, we avail ourselves of this 
opportunity to say that there is not the slightest fonnda- 
tion for such a statement. Mr. Bridgeford has been con- 
nected with the said structure from its commencement, 
and having been closely and intimately associated with 
him, we would say that he bas always aud invariably 
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shown himeelf fully and perfectly competent to take and 
manage the entire work in a business-like and masterly 
manner. We wonld also, furthermore, say that so long 
as he was connected with the eaid work he always did his 
whole dnty honestly, promptly, faithfully, and economi- 
cally, and we don’t know of asingle mistake or fant in 
any part of the said structure that can justly be attributed 
to him or to his judgment. 

“Haminron Harers. 

“Wittram A. Rios.” 


Q. (By Mr. Corz)}—Was that letter given to you subse- 
gnently to your dismissal from your position, or before ? 

A. That was after they say I was dismissed. Mr. Har- 
ris can answer whether the Board did it or not. 

Q. Well, it was after you received the letter of dismis- 
sal from McAlpine ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Now, Mr. Bridgeford, you say that you have re- 
ceived money from contractors a8 commissions upon con- 
tracts, and that you have paid that money over to Mr. 
Hamilton Harris. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did Mr. Harris understand, when you paid him that 


money, where it came from and what it was ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Y. Did he ever direct you to demand percentages or 
commissions from contractors? 

A, Yes, sir. 


Q. And was it in accordance with directions from him 


that you did so demand and receive money and i 
nee y pay it over 


A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Corz-—That is all, I believe. 


Q. (By Alderman Oownmie, in cross-eramination)—Those 
commissions that you spoke of, and which you said you re- 
ceived, you were aware at the time were dishonest and 
illegitimate ? 

A. I did. 

Q. And you assumed that position, to act for a dis 
honest and illegitimate purpose, did you not ? 

A. It was dishonest, but 

Q. Answer my question, sir. Yon knew at the time 
that yon were doing a dishonest thing, did you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Aud with fall knowledge of that you did it, did you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who did yon get those commissions from ? 

A. I don’t feel that it’s my duty to give the names of | 
those parties; if you wish it I'll give you their names 
privately, but I don’t want to give them eo that they will 
be published, and ll tell you why, it will only give them 
opportunity to get away out of the way of being called 
as witnesses, and full justice will not be done in the 
matter. 

Q. I ask, sir, from whom you received the commiasions 
that you paid Mr. Harris? 

A, I’ve told you why I don’t want—— 

Q. Never mind what yon want—I want you to tell us 
from whom you received those commissions that you paid 
over to Mr. Harris? 


Jonn Townszenp—l1 object to the witness answering, for 
the reason that he has given a reason that, for the public 
benefit, the committee should accept—— 
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Alderman Cowme—lI object to Mr. Townsend’s appear- 
ing in thie matter at all. He is here only hy courtesy of 
the Committee, and has no right to interfere with the 
legitimate crogs-examination of a witness. This man, in 
his direct testimony, bas given evidence maligning and 
blackening the character of a prominent public gentleman, 
and when it is intended to cross-examine him and test his 
recollection, connsel nndertakes to prevent. That is not 
in accordance with the law, as [and Mr. Townsend under- 
stand it. This witness is brought here evidently fora 
purpose. Up tothe present be has subserved that pur- 
pose and the counsel cannot shield him in this inanner 
when he has struck at the character of Senator [arris ? 


Joun Townsznp—I claiin that I have the right to be 
here and to advise the witness, as the representative of his 
counsel, and the purpose in view was not to shield the 
witness, but to prevent injury to the public interests, as he 
stated. 


Alderman Cowme—I insist upon the question being 
answered from whom he received the commissions to be 


paid to Mr. Harris, for it is a proper subject for croas- 
examination. 


Tae Wrrness—It don’t look to me that it would be 
exactly the thing. 1 come down here—— 


Ald. Cowtrc—One moment. I simply desire answers 
to my questions. You have connsel here, and when the 
time comes to explain yon can do so in re-direct testi- 
mony. I desire now an answer to my question, and not 


a speech. Are you ready to answer the question n 
Mr. Bridgeford ? an 


A. Tam not. I decline to answer. 
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Ald. Cowme—I protest against Mr. Townsend whis- 
pering with the witness. Itis unfair. It is an unheard- 
of thing, a lawyer whispering to a witness on the stand. 


Joun Townsenp—I have a right to do so, and that is a 
portion of my duty which I shall continue to do. 


Ald. Cowna—[To the witness]—Are you willing to 
answer that question ? 
A. Not in that way. 


Alderman Cowme—Then I shall ask that the counsel 
of this Committee be instructed to take the necessary 
steps for the detention and incarceration of this witness 
until he shall be ready to answer the question. 


Tur Wrrnrss—If you want to shicld this man, all right, 
but I want to get the witnesses here. I come down 
here—~- 


Alderman Cowrne—Silence! We don’t want a speech. 


Alderman Lewie—I think the witness had bettor answer 
the question. I do not see the probability of any harm to 
the public's interest from his doing so. 


THe Wrrness—Very well, sir. Just as you say. 


Alderman Cowine—-[To the witness]—Now, will you 
please state the names of the parties from whom you re- 
ceived commissions ? 

A. Mr. Edward Learned. 

Q. Ilow much did you receive from him ? 

A. I cannot give the amounts, because I have got to get 
the data first 

Q. From whom else f 

A, Mr. Bangs. 
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Mr. Corz—Give the full name, please. 
Wrrnzse—I have not got it. | 
Mr. Corz—Then give his firm. 
Wrrwess—Bangs & Gaynor. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—How much did you get 
from him ? 

A. I don’t remember how much from any of them and 
can’t without the data. 

Q. Any more? 

A. E. R. Seward. 

Q. Any more? 

A. Jacob Holler. 

Q. Is that all? 

A. No. There are moro, but I can’t think of their 
names now. There were various contractors. I'll have to 
get their names by data. 

Q. And you can’t give the names of any other person ? 

A. There is others, but I don’t remember them now. 

Q. Can you give the amounts you received from them 
respectively? Those whom you have named ? 

A. I cannot. 

Q. Can you give the dates npon which you received 
money from them? 

A. I cannot. 


Q. When was it that this conversation touk place be- 


tween Mr. Tweed and Mr. Harris in reference to this 
commission ? 


A. I cannot remember the year. 
Y. You do not even remember what year it was in % 
A. It was in the year that the commission of six was 
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appointed and if you’ll turn to the records or give me 
time to get the data, I'll give it. 

Q. Were you not here before on this matter? 

A, I was here and went back to get data and I saw by 
the papers that I was to be attached and my counsel in 
Albany told ine “ go right down as quick as you can get 
there,” and I jumped right on the cars, just as 1 was, and 
never stopped for anything, but came here to answer it. 

Q. You say this conversation took place in the Delavan 
House # 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is your memory pretty correct as to what took place 
at that time ? . 

A. As accurate as I have given it to you. 

Q. Can you state the month in which that conversation 
took place ? 

A. I cannot. 

@. Can you state the day of the week ? 

A. I cannot. 

Q. Was it morning or evening ? 

A. I think it was in the evening. 

Q. How long were you three talking together on that 
occasion { 

A. I cannot tell exactly the time. 

Q. Did you go there alone? 

A. No; with Mr. Harris. 

Q. Now state the conversation just as it took place; 
give us the order of the conversation and what each per- 
son said: who spoke first, who second, and all that ? 

A. I cannot any more than I have already. I just 
sum it up that—— 

Q. But I want to know who spoke first and what he 
said f 
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A. Oh! You're a getting it down a little too fine. 
} fac ; 

Q. Do you know who spoke firet ? 

A. I was trying to answer yon. 

Q. I ask you again if you know who spoke first ? 

A. I said, “ No.” 

Q. And yet yon presnme to remember what was said 7? 

A. Now, hold on; don’t get over yourself; I want to 
do the fair thing and tell the whole story. I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that I do not want to screen myself. 
Vie 

Q. What was the conversation ? 

A. It was to the effect that this commission was to con- 
sist of six, and Mr. Harris was to run it in the interest of 
Mr. Tweed and himself. 

Q. But you cannot remember the exact conversation ? 

A. No; it’s a long time since; several years; and [I 
can’t remember every word. 

Q. And you went there to assist in this making of a 
commission ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And, notwithstanding the certificate of good char- 
acter you have here, you did assist in making this com- 
mission, which you knew was for illegitimate and dishonest 
purposes ? 

A. I went with them, but I didn’t do the work. Mr 
Harris and Mr. Tweed did the work. ; 
Q. But you collected commissions, I understood you to 
say ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Alderman Cowmoe—That is all. 

Mr. Cote—One moment more. I wonld like to know 
something more about these persons who have been named, 
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so that we can have them subpmnaed. Where does 
Edward Learned live now ? 

A. I do not know, but I think in Pittsfield or Spring- 
field. 

@. Where does Mr. Bangs live 1 

A. Syracuse, I think. 

Q. Where does Seward live? 

A. In Albany. 

Q. Where does Jacob Holler live? 

A. In Albany. 

Mr. Core—That is all, I believe, at present. 


Hamitton Harris, sworn : 


[Alderman Cowrne condneting the direct examination] 
What is your full name f 

A. Hamilton Harris. 

QY. Are you a State Senator of this State ? 

A. Tam. 

Q. Representing what district 

A. The Thirteenth. 

Q. How long have you represented the district? 

A. My time will expire this year. 

Q. Low long have you acted as State Senator? 

A. For two sessions. 

Q. And you are a resident of Albany f 

A. 1 am. 

@. You have heard the testimony of the witness who 
has just left the stand, have you not f 

A. I have. 

Q. Will you please state generally whether any portion 
of his testimony which charges any illegitimate or dishonest 
condact on your part with reference to the construction 
of the new Capitol at Albany is true or false ? 
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A. It is absolutely and entirely false. There is not one 
word of truth in it, and 1 desire, if the,Committce will 
allow me, to go a little fuller into my connection with 
this matter. | 


Alderman Cowrne—Please do so. 


The Wrrness—lIn the first place, the commission was 
never made by Mr. Tweed and myself. Mr. Tweed and 
myself talked about changing the commission and 
changing the commissioners, but this commission was 
agreed upon by a party of gentlemen in the Ex- 
ecutive Chamber one night, as Mr. Tweed will re- 
member if he calls it to mind, aud it was long before that 
when [ had a talk with Mr. Tweed about contracts; but 
there never was any agreement between Mr. Tweed and 
myself, or any talk between Mr. Tweed, Mr. Bridgeford 
and myself in regard to commissions or in regard to 
profits. It is absolutely false, and I desire to emphasize 
it. Neither is it true that 1 ever received one dollar of, 
commissions or percentages, directly or indirectly. It is 
false. It is entirely false. I never did so. Neither is it 
true that I ever heard that any contractor or supplier of 
materials for the Capitol ever paid a dollar for commigs- 
sions or percentages. I know of no one receiving per- 
centages or commissions upon that work, from the begin- 
ning to the present time. There has no such thing taken 
place to my knowledge. The subject of the work upon 
the new Capitol has been under investigation each winter 
from the winter of 1872 up to the present time. Ag Mr. 
Bridgeford has stated here, he was discharged. He was 
Acting Superintendent, but he was discharged. In th 
winter of 1873 he preferred certain charges, which wane 
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investigated by a committee of the Legislature. In the 
statement that he made before that committee he brought. 
up a great many grievances, charging the coinmissioners 
with doing this thing and that thing, which was entirely 
wrong, as he thought, but the committee finally made a 
report in favor of the Board. Mr. McAlpine took Mr. 
Bridgeford’s place as superintendent in the winter of 
1874, und I went before the Committee of Wavs and 
Means of the Assembly, and I there explained and swore 
to all my connection with the Capitol in regard to money 
matters, and I desire, if this Committee is willing, to re- 
iterate and to testify to the sane thing here that I then 
swore to. That was four years ago. This is an extract 
from the testimony I gave befure tlo Committee of Ways 
and Means on the 20th day of January, 1874: 

“T have been informed that Mr. Bridgeford has stated 
that 1 was making money out of the Capitol. About the 
time last year that his appointment was annulled he told 
me in auhbstance that I was responsible for it, and that, 
unless he was reinstated he should expose all he knew 
abont my use of money, and made other threats. 

“T told him I was not conscious of having done anything 
or sanctioning anything dune that I was not willing to have 
the public know ; I have never, directly or indirectly, re- 
ceived or used a dollar of the Capitol funds or public 
moneys. I have never, directly or indirectly, received a 
dollar from any contractor or person furnishing or in- 
terested in furnishing material or performing labor for the 
new Capitol, and have in no way whatever beon pecuniar- 
ily benefited by reason of my connection therewith, and 
no one has, to my knowledge or belief, been paid a dollar 
more thau he was fairly entitled to fur material actually 
delivered or service actually performed. Every dollar 
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paid from the commencement of the work, and what it 
was paid for, has been reported to the Legislature, and 
a voucher therefor, verified and certified, is on file in the 
Comptroller’s office. 

‘‘ At various times from the beginning of the agitation 
concerning the new Capitol, now some ten years, it has 
been thought by citizens and friends necessary, in addition 

, to giving Congress Hall block to the State, to make pri- 
vate exertions wholly disconnected with the Legislature or 
any official, in favor of the project, and to progress the 
work, which involved expenditures of money raised from 
private sources, and in no way drawn from the Capitol 
fund or public Treasnry. I have thus expended in all, 
during the time stated, about the snm of fifteen thousand 
dollars, in which the State had no interest whatever, but 
which has been ccntributed by citizens and expended after 
consultation and advice withthem. I procured about one- 
half of this amount myself, and about one-half has been 
furnished by Mr. Bridgeford, and handed to me in various 
sums and at various times. If he got any part from con- 
tractors, the subscriptions must have been voluntary on 
their part, as every contract was Ict to the lowest bidder 
after advertisement for proposals, Ile knew that L had 
expended some, and offered, of his own accord, to assist in 
making it up. I bave not received a dollar more than J 
paid out, of which Mr. Bridgeford was informed. Im the 
charges which he preferred against the Buard and myself 
before the last Legislature, he made no such insinuation 
as that now made. On the contrary thereof, he stated to 
several persons thut he had, and knew nothing against me, 
or my conduct as commissioner, except ny interference 
with his plans. 


“ I never epoke to any member of the Legislature, or had 
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one speak to me, abont giving or receiving money, and 
never gave a dollar to or knowingly for one.” 

“The foregoing extract from Mr. Harris’ evidence before 
the Ways and Means Committee, January 20, 1874, is cor 
rect, to the best of my knowledge and belief. I kept the 
minutes at said meeting.” 

A. J. MoNaveat, 
Clerk of Ways and Means. 


Mr. Bridgeford was not discharged for incompetency 
upon the work, not because he was negligent, but be- 
cause he differed with the commission, and did not follow 
the instructions of the commission; but he claimed the 
commission interfered with him and did not go with him; 
that was the reason of his discharge. Four days after I 
gave that testimony before the Committee of Ways and 
Means, Mr. Bridgeford called at iny office, and the follow- 
ing conversation, which I noted down at the time, took 
place : 

January 24, 1874. 

“Mr. Bridgeford called at my office and asked me if 
I would let him speak to me. I told him ‘ Yes, walk in 
and sit down.’ He did so, and then said ‘I want to bury 
the hatchet; I am tired of fighting; I want peace; I 
don’t want you to do anything for me; I don’t ask you to © 
change your course about the Capitol matiers; all I want 
is peace and let things take their natural course.” I told 
him the difficnlty about it was the stories he had told 
about me; that I had made money ont of the new Oapitol 
when he knew better. He said he knew that; that no one 
had made anything; that he himself was out of pocket, 
that he had said a great many things that he was sorry for, 
and wished now to take back; that he had spoken and 
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acted when he was in passion and felt that I was slashing 
him and chopping him up; that, he was very repulsive. 
‘But now I want to stop the fight, no matter what occurs 
in the future; even if I never go back on the Capitol I 
am through. Are you willing to stop? If you are, there 
shall be no more between us. I told him I didn’t care 
to fight, and had not, except to defend myself; that I 
should‘ do always and upon all occasions when I was 
attacked; that if he was desirous of stopping his attacks 
upon me there would be no occasion for fighting ; that 
there could be no compromise or settlement or promise 
between us, of any kind—that there should be peace if he 
wanted. Ie said that was all he asked. He said his wife 
told him last night that it would be better for him to stop 
fighting and not to have anything more to do with the 
Capitol; that he would make more money and be 
altogether happier. Ile said she was sound, and he was 
going to follow her advice. 
“Hamitron Harris.”? 


That conversation was on the 2th of January, and 
apparently be has been friendly with me from that time 
to this. To my face he certainly has, until within a month 
or six weeks. Soon after that conversation he called upon 
‘me in relation to some testimony brought out before the 
Committee, severely criticising some portions of the work 
upon the Capitol Ho said he was not responsible for 
that part of the work—as he was not—and he wanted a 
letter showing that he was not removed for incompetence 
so that his character might not be hurt as a SCRE 
Thereupon we gave him the letter which has been read 
here to-day. He supported me in my canvass two years 
ago. He voluntarily offered his services, and he did 
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so last fall offer his services, and I believe he 
warmly supported me. For a great number of years 
I have accommodated him with indorsements, and 
was, abont the time he left the Capitol, on paper 
“at his request, to the extent of $5,500, which paper was at 
times taken up and at times renewed, until a piece of 
paper I was on for him became due, when I was out of 
the country two years ago. That paper was protested. It 
was sued by the bank which held it, and after my return 
home I had to take it up and take an assignment of the 
judgment, and I hold it now against him for between 
$4,000 and $5,000. During this year he has made vari- 
ous propositions to me to take his house, the judgment 
being a lien upon that honse, and thus dispose of the mat- 
ter. After various negotiations, six or eight weeks ago, 
I declined, on the ground that the prior liens on the house 
were 8o great that I could not manage them. After I 
told him the conclusion I arrived at, he asked me how he 
could get that judgment discharged, and I told him only 
_by paying it. From that time he has been plotting to 
injure me, and this isa part of the plot—what yon have 
seen here this afternoon. I ought to say that one of the 
names mentioned by Mr. Bridgeford as one of the parties 
he recoived percentages from, I heard of far back, when 
he was discharged from the work. I don’t say it came 
from him, but I heard it that some one said—that Bangs 
& Gayvor had been paying percentages. I wrote to the 
firm at Fayetteville and received this answer. I never 
heard of the name of Mr. Learned, or of the others in 
connection with these matters until today: Mr. Bangs 
wrote me in reply: 
“ In answer to your inquiry whether I ever paid any one 
connected with the new Capitol percentages on furnishing 
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cement for the new Capitol, or ever gave any one percent- 
ages on contracts for cement furnished, I say there is no 
truth in it. I never paid any one anything whatever, and 
I never gave any percentages or money to any one. 
When I furnished cement, it was always because I was 
the lowest bidder. The above is true of my firm.” 

M. Banes. 


I don’t helieve a word in the story about Mr. Seward, 
but he is near us and can be easily procured. He is one 
of the partners that have the contract for cleaning out the 
atone that was blasted in Hell Gate a year ago, and no 
doubt ho is in the city. 


Alderman Cowino—That is all, I believe. 


Mr. H. L. Cor cross-examined the witness. 


Q. Do I understand you to say that, eo far as you 
know, all the contracts by which material and labor were 


furnished to the new Capitol were honest and honestly 
carried out? 


A. So far as I know. 

Q. The vouchers were all right ? 

A. Yee, sir; and I am contirmed not only by my own 
knowledge, but after five years’ investigation—every con- 
tract having been gone through with by the Investigating 
Committees of the Legislature—that it has been the invar- 
iable rule that every contract should be given to the 
lowest bidder, after advertisement. This contract with 
the New York Granite Co. was made after Mr. Tweed’s 
troubles commenced, and after public advertisement for 
two months in all the papers of the country for Proposals : 

sand it was let so low that the Company failed and had 
surrender its contract. I never had any interest in that 
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Company in any shape or in any way, and it is one of the 
falsest of all falsehoods ever told by mortal man when 
Mr. Bridgeford swears that I had an interest in that 
quarry—there is not a word of excuse for hin. 

Q. What was done with the $15,000, one-half of which 
was raised by you and one-half by Mr. Bridgeford ? 

A. Generally it was expended in this way—a portion 
was for Congress Hall in order to get it going ; it had been 
gutted, everything taken out, and we had to get it in 
shape to go into, and there was a large anm to be expended 
for that from private means, the State would not do any- 
thing. Then a large amount had to be expended on 
newspaper correspondents and to secure the advocacy of 
persons of influence for Capitol measures and appropria- 
tions. Another portion was spent in the entertainments 
given to the Legislature year after year, by the Commis- 
sioners. 

@. Entertainments given by the commission to the 
Legislatare ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For what purpose ? 

* A. To make them good-natured, and, if possible, to win 
them over to voting large appropriations for the Capitol, 
and to make Albany as agreeable to them as we could. 

Q. Well, this was the money you and Mr. Bridgeford 
subscribed ? 

A. Well, I won’t say we subscribed it, we raised it. 

Q. Do you know from whom it was raised ? 

A. I know from whom I raised my portion, and I know 
that the portion Bridgeford raised was his own salary. The 
portion I raised was from citizens of Albany, by going 
around among them, and from the city of Albany. 
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Q. Do you know whether any portion of that $15,000 

was raised from contractors ? ' 

. I do not. 

. You did not raise any in that way t 

. No, sir; I never raised a dollar from contractors. 
What portion did Mr. Bridgeford raise ? 

. About one-half. 

. How much? 

. About $8,000. 

. What was his salary ? 

.° $5,000 per annum. 

. He raised $8,000 out of a salary of $5,000. 

. Oh, his salary ran over some ten years. Besides, he 
was a man of means, a man of wealth, until late years. 

Q. Then, from first to last of your connection with the 
Capitol, you do not know of any impropriety growing out 
of contracts on the Capitol ? 

A. I do not. 

Q. And the people got guzd pro quo for all expended 
on that structure ? 

A. I believe they did. 

Q. Do you know what the Capitol has cost now, all 
told? 

A. Between $7,000,000 and $8,900,000 ; nearly up to 
$8,000,000 I think ; I atn not sure. 

Q. Well, is it your opinion, as one who served a long 
time on the commission, that nearly $8,000,000 have been 
honestly expended on that building ? 

A. I think as honestly as on any other public building 

, ever built; I don’t say exactly honestly. 

Q. That implies that there has been some dishonest 

does it not? Ve 


A. I take it for granted that there will be some Little 
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dishonesty in every public building of that kind, but it is 
a dishonesty you cannot provide against. Some men will 
steal a brick or so, and some wil] steal this or that, but my 
firm conviction is that the money appropriated for the 
new Capitol has been as honestly expended in carrying for- 
ward the work, as any money ever appropriated for any 
public building in this country. That is theidea. I will 
not say there has been no stealing. 

Q. Do you know of any dishonesty t 

A. I believe that I have answered that I did not. 

Y. Even of this minor sort ? 

A. I have heard of minor cases, but I do not know of 
any of my own knowledge. 

Q. Have you heard of them in such a way that you 
could furnish the Committee any information concerning 
them ? 

A. I cannot answer that directly. There were in those 
investigations, many cases of that kind brought up, and I 
conld furnish, of course, from those records, the names of 
persons who charged those things, but I don’t know even 
that they know anything. They attempted to prove their 
charges then and failed, as far as I understand. I could 
farnish, of course, to the Committee the names of all that 
I have heard of. 

Q. Do I understand you to say that you have never 
received any money from or on account of any contract 
in which Edward Learned was interested. 

A. I never have. : 

Q. Or Bangs, or Seward ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Jacob Holler? 

A. I don’t remember anything about that firm, but, 
. anyway, I never have. 

30 
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Q. What was the fight that Bridgeford said he was 
tired of ? 

A. The Capitol fight, I suppose. 

Q. But when he came to you aud told you he was 
tired of the fight, and his wife said he had better attend 
to his private affairs, what fight did he then mean ? 

' A. The fight on the Capitol. 

Q. Why should there have been a fight on that? 

A. Because he was discharged, and he complained that 
he should not have been— 

Q. What was the date of that conversation ? 

A. January 24, 1874. 

Q. And what was the date of his discharge ? 

, A. Ido not remember the exact date; Mr. McAlpine 
was appointed in his place in January, 1873. 
QY. Then what “fight” was there when he was not 
connected with the Cuimmission or the building ? 
al. I suppose he alluded to the charges he made 
against me and the other Comunissioners of having im- 
properly treated him and of making money. 

Q. Did he ever charge any of the other Commissioners 
with having made money off the building ? 

A. I have heard ot his doing it, but I never heard him 
do so myself. 

Q. Which of the other Commissioners have you ever 
heard of his making such a charge against ? 

, A. Mr. Rice. 
Q. Any other? 
A. I do not know that I have—now. 
Q. Yon do not recollect of haviug heard of his making 
that charge against any except yourself and Rice ? 
A. Ido not. 


Q. And the fight that he was going to stop, a8 you 
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understood him, was that he would quit making those 
accusxtions against you and Rice ? 

A. Well; I suppose so. 

Q. If yon would do what ? 

A. He didn’t say what. He only wanted peace. 

Q. What were yon doing to him? 

A. I had commenced an investigation. I had asked the 
,Committee on Ways and Means, considering the stories 
“he had told, for an investigation. It had commenced and 
I had given my testimony four days before this conversa- 
tion. Four days after that examination commenced he 
came to me and we had this conversation. I suppose it 
was with reference to whut I was to testify in the investi- 
gation. We, the Commissioners, had asked the investiga- 
tion tv vindicate ourselves, and after I had given the 
testimony I have related here, then he came into the 
office and the conversation ensued which I have given 
here. What he meant by a fight I don’t know, bnt the 
impression made on my mind was that he did not want 
to be overhauled in that investigation. What his impres- 
sion was I cannot say. 

QY. What was it your impression he might be over- 
hauled about ? 

A. About his conduct on the Capitol. I can’t say 
what. 

Q. But what was the fight between you and him? 

A. Nothing, so far as I know of, but our clashing; he 
accusiug me of things and I accusing him of things. 

Q. What did you accuse him of # 

"A. Of trying torun the Capitol independently of every 
one else. 

Q. Frandulently ? 

A. No; I never charged that. 
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Q. Of what then ? ; 

A. Of not taking advice of the Commissioners; of 
running it perfectly freely to suit himeelf. 

Q. And he accused you of taking percentages ? 

A. I never heard of his making those charges until he 
was discharged. 

Q. He was not connected with the Capitol at the time 
of this conversation ¢ 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Then snppose yon did say he was acting indepen- 
dently of the Commission, how could that be a fight 
against him ? 

A. Thad no fight. It was not me that used the words. 
I had nothing against him. If you remember the con- 
versation, I told him I had nothing against him; that all 
the fighting was on his part, and as secon as he ceased 
tackling me there would be peace between us. 

Q. And yet that was after you had heard he was mak- 
ing those statements that you had been taking percent- 
ages ? 

A. Yes. sir. 

«@. And that letter was given after that, saying he was 
the best man and the most honest man ? 

A. That letter simply eaid he was not removed for in- 
competency. We did not say he was the best man for 
Superintendent. 

Q. llow long after that conversation was the letter 
given him? 
4A. I think it was two or three months after. 

Q. That letter says: “Ile always did his whole du 
honestly, promptly, faithfully, and economically, and we 
don’t know of a single mistake or fault in any part of the 
said strncture that can justly be attributed to him or to 
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his jndgment.” And that was the opinion of the Com- 
missioners ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And yet they discharged him ? 

A, Yes; because he tried to run the building independ- 
ently of the advice of the Board. 

Q. How? 

A. Purchasing material without the Commissioners 
knowing anything about it, and sv on. 

« Q. Well, if he purchased it economically and honestly 
and with good judgment, why wasn’t that as good a way 
as any other f 

A. Well, we had to pay for it, aud we wanted to know 
that it was honestly and economically purchased. It was 
part of the duty of the Board of Commissioners, and of 
course they liad to ascertain about it before they paid it. 

Q. And the extent of your charges against him was 
that he had acted honestly, economically, and with good 
judgment without consulting the Commissioners ? 

A. Yes, sir; that is 

Q. And his accusations against you were that you had 
been taking percentages from contracturs ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. And you were as willing to have peace us he was? 

A. I was; I had nothing against him. 

Y. [see this letter is sigued by only two of the Com- 

Amissioners—why did not the rest sign it ? 

A. 1 presume they were not in Albany at the time. 
Mr. Rice and inyself were the resident Commissioners. I 
have no doubt all would have signed it if they had been 
there. 


Mr. Coce—That is all? 
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Alderman Cowme—Is there anything farther you 
would like to state? 


Wirnese—I do not think of anything now. 


Joan Brincerorp—Well, hold on. I’d like to ask a 
few questions. 


Alderman Cowine—You are & witness and have no 
right to ask questions here. We cannot accept you as an 
associate member of the Committee. 


Joun Brrpezrorp—Well, will you let me have a little 
“chance? This is this man’s notion of doing things. He 
comes here with a hooraw, but I’ve got the positive proofs ~ 
that he’s a lying, every word of it. I simply waut this 


Alderman Cowrme protested againet the witness’s 


language ss improper and insulting to the dignity of the 
Committee, deserving his commitment for contempt. 


Jonn Brincerorr—I have come bere on an attachment 
and have no chance for defence. I have no counsel, and 
I am prevented from saying anything in my own de- 
fence ; I can show you that that man’s 1 


[The rapping of the Chairman’s mallet drowned Mr. 
~Bridgeford’s voice and cut his verb short on the initial 
letter of its repetition. After sume discussion, Chairman 
Alderman Lrwis directed the Assistant Corporation 
Counsel to put to the witness such qnestions as Mr 
Briperrorp might desire to ask.) : 


Q. (By Mr. Corx}—When and where, and under what 
circumetances was the letter which has been read in 
evidence, indorsing the character of Mr. John Bridgefora 
written and signed by you and Mr. Rice? : 
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A. It was signed in my office, in the presence of Mr. 
Miller, and Mr. Reynolds—my partner—and Mr. lice. 

Q. Was Mr. Smith present ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was Mr. Reynolds present # 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did yon ask his advice with regard to signing that 
letter? 

A. I don’t think I asked his advice. We talked about 
it. 

Q. Who wrote the letter ? 

A. I forget now. 

Q. Who presented it tu you to be signed ? 

A. I think Mr. Rice did, in the first place; Iam not 
sure. 

Q. And was not Mr. Reynolds’ advice asked, whether 
you should sign the paper ? 

A. I have already said I did not remember his advice 
having been asked. We had talked about it. The con- 
versation was in regard to the possibility of Mr. Bridge- 
ford’s improperly using this Jetter, in case he got offended 
with ns. Mr. Bridgeford disclaimed any such purpose, 
and it was understood by us all that it could be used for 
no such purpose. 

Q. Did Mr. Reynoids say he would not do it if he were 
in your place ? 

A. I have forgotten. 

Q. Did you stipulate that the letter should be put into 
the hands of Wesley Smith, until after the then pending 
investigation was ended ? 

A. I don’t remember. It was put into his hands I 
don’t remember at whose suggestion, or whether at my 
snggestion, or why it was. 
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Q. You did not take any minutes of that conversation ? 

A. No, sir. ' 

Q. Were you accustomed to take minntes of conversa- 
tions ? 

A. Not such as that, but such as that of the 24th of 
January I was. 

Q. What was the line of difference between them ? 

A. One was a confession that the man had done wrong 
and that what he said was untrue, false; tho other was 
merely in regard to a letter certifying that he had not 
been incompetent for his work on the capitol. 

Q. Was the letter given subsequently to the conversa- 
tion in which he confessed himself guilty ? 

A. Guilty of what? 

Q. Guilty of falsely accusing you. Was not that what 
yon meant ? 

A. Well, that is not the exact expression ; it is that he 
-knew I had done nothing wrong. 
©. Well, was the letter given after that ? 

‘A. Yes, sir; some two or three months. 

Q. What was your salary asa Commissioner for the erec- 
tion of the new capitol ? 

A. There was no salary attached to the office. 

Q. Ab! you see by that how little I know of this affair. 
Then there was no legitimate way of your making any 
money at all out of the capitol ? 

A. No, sir. 


Q. Can’t you recollect by whose suggestion this letter 
was placed in the hands of Mr. Wesley Smith ? 
A. I do not. 


Y. It is ont of the common way, you know, for a sim le 
“letter of recommendation to be placed in the hands ol 
third person for safe-keeping ? = 
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A. I think it has all bean explained in some of the in- 
vestigations, but it las passed out of my mind now. 

@. Du you rec lect ever going to the house of John 
Bridgeford, while this cxamination into your conduct as 

Cominissioner of the Capitol was going on, and begging 
Bridgeford for God's sake to let up on you, and not to 
make these accusations against you ? 

A. Iremember going to his honse, but I never made 
use of such expressions. 

Q. Did vou, at that time, carry a letter to him from 
Henry Smith? 

A. IT have forgotten. I went to see Henry Smith about 
that time, and after an interview with him, Bridgeford 
and Smith and myself met, but whether I took a letter to 
Bridgeford’s house to have Bridgeford come down to 
Smith’s. and exactly how the:-meeting was brought about, 
I have torgotten. 

Q. What was the conversation between you and Smith 
that culminated in your going to see Bridgeford ¢ 

A. I cannot now remember. 

Y. Do you know what was in that letter which you 
carried from Henry Smith to Bridgeford’s house ? 

A. I think it was a letter of Smith’s to have Bridge- 
ford call at his honse. 

Q. But what was the conversation between you and 
Smith that led to the taking of the letter from him, by 
you, to Bridgeford ¢ 

A. I do not remember. 

Y. During the time the investigation was going on, 
when you carried a letter from Smith to Bridgeford, do 
you not recollect what the purport of the conversation was 
between yon and Smnith, that resulted in his giving yon a 
letter to carry to Mr. Bridgeford ? 
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A. I do not recollect what the interview was abont. 

Q. You took no minutes of that'conversation ? 

A. I did not. Lonly recollect the fact that we met, 
and I think we met by my taking a letter to Bridgeford’s 
house. 

Q. But you do not know the subject of that letter? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When yon got there, did you ask Mr. Bridgeford to 
“let np on” you? 

. No. I did not. 

. Why did you go to Mr. Bridgeford’s house ? 
. I went tocarry the letter. 

. You simply went as a messenger to carry a letter ? 
Yes, sir. 

. What was that letter for? 

To get him to meet Mr. Smith and myself ? 
What for? 

. Ido not recollect what. 

. Who did you meet at Bridgeford’s house ? 

. I donot know. 


SOrORODOHOh 


@. At that conversation between you and Smith and 
Bridgeford, was anything said by you concerning a con- 
tract which you were willing to give Bridgeford ? 

A. I remember of Mr. Bridgeford importuning me for 
‘a contract, and talking about contracts, but I never could 
have said I was willing to give him one. 

Y. Why not ¢ 

A. Because contracts were given out by the Board. yf 
had not the individual right to give anybody a contract 7 


Q. Did you say that you would obtain one for him from 
the Board? 


A. I may have said I would favor him in the Board. 
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But I never could have said I would give him a contract. 
It was not in my power. 


@. Did yon say you would try to get ae Board to give 
him a contract ? 
*A. I may have done 80, but I do not tke now. 


Q. Do you remember anything about it? 

A. Ihave forgotten if the conversation took place at 
that interview. I remember that at some time or another 
the subject of a contract was talked over between us, but 
whether it was at this particular interview I do not recol- 
lect. There was something said about a contract, but I 
don’t now recall when. 

@. I am speaking about this particular interview: 
what took place at it? 

A. Oh! I could not recollect what this interview was 
about. 

Y. Now, do you recollect what time of day that was, 
that you had that interview with Mr. Smith and Mr. 
Bridgeford ? 

A. I do not— probably in the evening. 

Q. Where was it ? 

A. Ihave met them so often at Mr. Smith’s office, it 
might have been there; I cannot tell now. I have also 
met them at his (Bridgeford’s) office, and it might have 
been there. 

Q. Now, don’t you recollect, in point of fact, that 
when you took the letter te Bridgeford’s house it was on 
Saturday night, and the meeting was at Sinith’s house the 
next day, Sunday morning / 

A. I do not recollect; but I don’t think it was. 

Q. At that time was Mr. Henry Smith engaged for the 
people in an investigation into the affairs of the Capitol ? 
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A. 1do not remember when this interview was, and 
cannot answer positively. ; 

Q. Well, what is your impression? wasn’t it during one 
of the times that you have been investigated # 

A. I think very likely it was, but I have no recollection 
of what time it. was. 

Q. If sv, was not Mr. Smith at that time engaged in 
that investigation ? 

A. I do not know; I do not know when that conversa- 
tion was. 

Q. But if it was during the time of an investigation 
Anto your conduct, was Mr. Smith then engaged for the 
people in bringing out the facts? 

A. He was engaged for the people in one of the in- 
vestivations, one winter. 

Q. Which year was that ? 

A. I think it was the winter of 1875, and if this inter- 
view was during that winter, then it undoubtedly was 
when he was so engaged. 

Q. That is the nearest you can come to recollecting 
that conversation ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was Mr. Sinith engaged in either of the investiga- 
tions before 1875 ? 

A. Mr. Smith was engaged in the winter of 1875, in 
the investigation of that year, bunt I do not think he was 
prior to that time. 
¢. And that is all you can recollect of those two meet. 
ings ¢ 
A. Which two meetings ? 

Q. The one in which the conversation resulted in your 


carrying the letter to Bridgeford’s house, and the subse 
quent meeting at Smith’s house. ; 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember that, at the meeting at Smith’s 
house, you offered a contract to Mr. Bridgeford, a contract 
for stone, which had some provision that there should be 
ah inch margin on the stone? 

A. I never did. 

Q. Was there snch a contract given; one in which 
there was an allowance of an inch margin on the cube ? 

A. They were all given that way. 

Q. On dressed stone! Don’t you know, in point of 
fact, that the margin would be as much as all the rest? 

A. No. They were not given that way. The contracts 
reqnired the contractors to deliver stone of one inch 
greater dimensions than the stone required fitted into the 
building, so as to allow the stone to be hammered off, so 
that it might be dressed. 

Q. Was there ever a contract given by the Board in 
which, subsequent to the letting of the contract, the inch 
margin clause was added. 

A, No, sir. 

Q. Well, was there any contract by which a margin of 
an inch was allowed after the stone was cut; an inch 
margin! upon the dressed stone ? 

A. You mean an inch more than—I don’t understand 
the question. 

Q. Any clause by which there was an inch allowed to 
the contractor more than the stone measured whien it was 
cut ? 

A. I don’t understand what you mean. 

Q. Was there any contract in which there was allowed 
to the contractor an inch margin upon the size of the 
dressed stone ? 


A. 1 will answer in this way: No, sir; there was uot; 
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the only contracts about this inch margin were this way =: 
The contractor was desired to furnish stone an inch more 
than the plan required for the stone when it wae dreased, 
and he was to be paid for that inch of the rough stone 
the same as the rest, and he was to be paid at the same 
price. 

Q. At dressed stone prices ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You did not offer any contract to Mr. Bridgeford at 
that meeting ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, the next day after that meeting between you 
and Smith and Bridgeford, did Bridgeford come to your 
house ? 

A. I never remember to have seen him there. 

Q. The next morning; Monday morning 1 

A. He may have done so, but I have no recollection of 
ever seeing him at my house. - 

Q. Now, Senator, how do you account for the fact that 
after you had been accused by this man of making noney 

"illegally out of the capitol, that you should have given 
him such a letter as von have given him ? 

A. From the fact that he came to me four days after 
I had given my testimony before the Committee, and 
wanted peace, and said he had done wrong, I took it for 
granted that he was in earnest—that he was penitent—_ 
and I took it for granted he was my friend. He gy 
ported me in my canvass, and supported me last fall Sr 
his own accord. And let me say he was not discharged 
for incapacity, but only because he wanted to run th 
building without the knowledge or consent of the Co . 
missiuners. There was no reason why we should cm 
indorse his competency in his ofticial position. i 
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@. But how could you give him a letter indorsing his 
honesty after he had come to you and acknowledged that 
the stories he had circulated were false stories about you ? 
Did you believe that an honest man would circulate false 
stories ? : 

A. We only said he was capable and honest in his 
work. 

@. Did you think, then, that he was an honest man ? 

A. If you ask me the question, I will auswer that I 
think he was ont of his mind. 

Q. Out of his mind ? 

A. Yea, on Capitol matters, as he was at various times 
when he told these things. I think he was crazy on these 
matters. 

. QY. You think he was a monomaniac on the subject of 
the Capitol building? 

A. I think he was. 

Q@. And was it part of his monomania that he believed 
youn had received moneys on the Capitol ? 

A. I think so. When he says I received money im- 
properly, he must be either crazy or a very bad man. 

Q. Have you ever heard of his receiving money im- 
properly on the Capitol ? 

A. I have not until lately; and even now I know 
nothing about it. 

Q. What have you heard ? 

A. Oh! I have heard various reports of men receiving 
money improperly in connection with the Capitol, but 
they were not sufficiently reliable or trustworthy for me 
to believe them. I do not believe anything of that kind 
has ever taken place on the Capitol, notwithstanding all 
that Mr. Bridgeford may now say. 

Q. Is Mr. Bridgeford a rich man? 
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A. He was considered well off, in good circumstances, 
until a year or two back ? ‘ 

Q. What are his cirenmstances now ¢ 

A. [donot know; but my impression is that he is 
somewhat embarrassed ; I know [ hold a judgment against 
him. 

Q. Who held the stock in the N. Y. Granite Co. ? 

A. I do not know, except Lord and Briggs; I did not 
know that Mr. Tweed did until the other day. 

Q. Did you have a brother in-law who held stock in it 

A. No, sir. 

Q. The contract of the N. Y. Granite Co., I under 
stand you to say, was sarrendercd ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Was any money paid for the surrender of it? 

A. Not that I know of; the company failed entirely ; 
became embarrassed : conld not pay their debts. 

Q. What was the date of the contract with the N. Y. 
Granite Co? 

A. Anguet 15, 1871, I believe. 


Q. Was that while Mr. Tweed was a senator ? 

A. Ido not know; I never have seen him in Alban 
since that tine; I think his sessions had ended, but his 
term probably lasted for the year. 


@. What do you mean by his sessions having ended ? 

A, Why. the sessions of the Legislature ; a senator ig 
elected for two years, and the Legislature holds a session 
each year ; those two sessions had passed, and his sena- 
torial duties were ended, thonzh he was, in point of fact, 
a senator until the end of tho year. 


Q. When did you resign your position as a commig- 
sioner for the erection of the Capitol ? 
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A. Some time about May, 1875; I have forgotten the 
exact date. 

Q. Was there an investigation into the acts of commis- 
sioners going on when you resigned ? 

” A. Yes, sir. 

@. While yon were being investigated you resigned ? 

A. Yes, sir; the other commissioners resigned ; Mr. 
Kingsley was the first; then Mr. Rice and myself; I do 
not remember whether the others did or not; if they did 
not they were removed and a new Board was appointed. 

Q. When did Mr. Kingsley resign ? 

A. Some time in January, 1875, I think. 

Q. Do you remember having a conversation with Mr. 
Smith as to whether you had not better resign at that 
time . 

A. I do not. I don’t think I did—if I did it has 
escaped me. 


Mr. Core—I am instructed that Mr. Bridgeford has no 
other questions to ask at present. The day after to-morrow 
he desires to have his own counsel here to attend to his 
interests. 


[After a brief consultation between the Committee and 
the Assistant Corporation Counsel, as to the advisability 
of prolongation of the present session or of adjournment 
to another day, it was decided to hear another witness on 
this occasion. } 


GarreEtr Hooearioxk sworn : 


Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Where do you live f 
A. In Albany. 
31 
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Q. What is your business ? 

A. I was formerly foreman on the new Capitol building, 
and am Inspector now of Street Paving in Albany. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Harris? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Bridgeford ? 

A. Yes, sir.. 

Q. Do you know anything that connects Mr. Harris 
with having received any money as percentage in connec- 
tion with the new Capitol building ? 

A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. State what you know concerning that ? 

A. Mr. Bangs, the contractor, was in the habit of going 
on the building, and I asked Mr. Bangs one day, ‘‘ How 
do you get along with this cement?” He said, “It hag 
cost me all it is worth to get it here; Harris is not doing 
the square thing with ne.” I walked up with him as far 
as the office on the Capitol. We had two offices; one for 
the boss stone-cutter, and one for Mr. Bridgeford. I saw 
Bangs take a roll of bills out of his pocket and put it into 
the drawer in Mr. Bridgeford’s oftive. They did not 

-calculate I would see that, but I did. I saw Bridgeford 
go there to the drawer and take that money ont afterwards 
and says I to him “ How ie this? What does this mean ? »” 
He says, “This is Hamilton Harris’ margin for the 
cement.” He walked around to the other office and 
handed Harris that roll of bill. We got atalking, ana T 
said, “I would quit this job, if I were in your place "BEES 
I'd do a job like that for Mr. Harris or any other maa? be 


Mr. Cotz—That is all. . 
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. When did this take place ? 

. I wouldn’t swear to dates. 

What were you doing with Mr. Bangs? 

. Talking with him in a friendly way. 

And you went to Mr. Bridgeford’s office. 

. Yes, sir; with Mr. Bangs. 

. For cin purpose ? 

. Nothing particular, only friendly conversation. 

. Can yon swear to the year and the month that this 
took place, as you say ? 

A. I don’t know, but I think it was in 1872. 

Q. You saw Mr. Bridgeford taking some money ont 
of a drawer? 

A. I saw him take out some money that Mr. Bangs had 
put in there. 

Q. Did you go into the other room with Mr. Bridge- 
ford and see him give the money to Mr. Harris? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he ask you to go along and see him ph the 
money to Mr. Harris? 

A. No, sir; I just followed him right in. 

Q. Were you accustomed to go into that office f 

A. My business often led me in there. 

Q. How far were those rooms separated ? 

A. There was nothing but a partition between them. 
It wasn’t more than ten feet, I should say, from the 
drawer where Mr. Bangs put the money in, to where Mr. 
Bridgetord handed it to Mr. Harris. 

Q. When you got into that other room alee did you 
do ? 

A. I just walked about like I was ’tending to my busi- 
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ness. J had a curiosity to see whether the money was for 
Bridgeford or Harris. I went to see and I did see. 

Q. Did any conversation take place? 

A. I couldn’t tell you. I saw him hand him the money 
and I walked out about my business. 

Q. Whose office was the money left in? 

A. In the bogs stone-cutter’s office, where Mr. Bridge- 
ford’s office was. 

Q. How long was it, after it was left in the drawer, 
before it was taken in to the other office f 

A. I couldn’t tell you. Not buta little while. 

Q. Approximate as near as you can ? 

A, Oh! It might have been half an hour, or it might 
have been an hour. 

Q. Where were you in the meantime ? 

A. I was around there in the office. 

Q. Were you in the habit of remaining in that office 
half an hour, or an honr, at a time ? 

A. Yes; I'd goin there sometimes, and wait around 
there an hour or an hour and-a-half. My business called 
me there often, and I had a right to be there. 

Q. And what were you doing at that time when you 
were waiting around to see what you have told ? 

A. Nothing in particular. 

Q. Were not you employed on the works at that time ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. And you had left your work to go there ? 

A. No; [had the right to be there... My work didn’t 
keep me in one place. 

Q. What did Mr. Bridgeford or Mr. Harris 
the money passed between them 1 

A. I didn’t hear anything said. 

Q. Are you a relation of Mr. Bridgeford ? 


say when 
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A. Pm a nephew of his. 
Alderman Cowma—That is all. 


‘Mr. Coz (reading)—Tell the story again, Mr. Hoog- 


heick, as you remember it. 


Wirnees—Mr. Bangs came on the building, as he fre- 
quently did, and we passed the time of day, and I said, 
‘“‘ How’s the cement business?” He said, “It ain’t very 
good here; Harris wants just abont all I can make.” 
‘Them’s the very words he told me. We dropped that 
conversation, and walked up to the office, and I saw him 
take a roll of bills out of his pocket and put it in that 
drawer. He went out, and I staid there ’till I saw Mr, 
Bridgeford come in, and he took the roll of bills out of 
the drawer that I had seen Bangs put there, and took 
it in to Mr. Harris and gave it to him. 


Joun Briwezrorn, re-called : 


Q. What is the first name of Mr. Bangs, of the firm of 
Bangs & Gaynor, cement makers, Fayetteville, near Syra- 
cuse ? 

A, Myron Bangs. The firm of Bangs & Gaynor. 


Hami.ton Harese—* There is not a word of truth in that 
man’s statement. I never received a dollar on the Capitol 
from anybody.” 


Q. [Alderman Lewis, to John Bridgeford]—Have you 
any other witnesses 
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A. Yes, sir—Sylvanus Sweet, John R. Briggs, William 
Hoogheick, and Alvord, and another cement man; I don’t 
know his first name. 
Mr. Corz—Furnish me with their addresses, and they 
shall be subpeenaed to attend at the next meeting of the 
Committee. 


Hamitton Harris—There will be no occasion for me 
to be here? 


Adjourned to Thursday, November 1, 1877, at 10 a. mu. 


EIGHTEENTH DAY. 


Trurapay, November 1, 1877. 


Present— Alderman Lewis, 
Sh Cowine, and 
Ly SLEvin. 


The Committee met pursuant to adjournment. 
Wriuram A. Rior, sworn— 


By Mr. H. L. Corz: 


Q. Where do you reside, Mr. Rice? 
A. In Albany. 
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Q. You were a member of the Capitol Commission, 
created May 8, 1871, of which Hamilton Harris was 
Ohairman, were you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who of the Commission took the most active part 
in the duties of that Commission ? 

A. I suppose Mr. Harris and myself were the main men 
who did the business of the Commission. My main func- 

#tions wore in the office ; I was Treasurer and Secretary, 
and Mr. Harris was conducting the work outside. We 
_ lived in Albany. 

Q. And the other members of the Commission lived 
elsewhere in the State ? 

A. No others in Albany. 

Q. But came there occasionally—how often ? 

A. We were to have meetings about once a month, but 
they were not so frequent. 

Q. In point of fact, how often did. you get a quorum ? 

A. I think we had as many as six meetings a year. 

Q. With a quorum present? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who gave ont the contracts generally ; who deter- 
mined npon the contracts given out by the Commission ? 

A. Well, all large contracts were settled by the Board, 
reported by the Board. Smaller contracts Mr. Harris 
and myself gave out, because we were authorized to do 
the business of the Board in the absence of the Commis- 
sioners—the other Commissioners. 

Q. Larger contracts you say were given out by the 
Commissioners in fall Board; were they brought before 
the Commissioners by Mr. Harris and yourself? 

A. Yes, sir. They were advertised for, and bids were 
opened in the full Board. 
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Q. Was Mr. John Bridgeford Superintendent of the 
works while you were on the Commission ? 

A. Yes. He was appointed soon after I went on there. 
The title of his office was “ Superintendent of Founda- 
tion.” 

Q. Did he continue to be so during the whole term of 
your office ? 

_ A. No, sir. 


Q. You resigned from office, when ? 

A. In the winter of 1875. 

Q. When did Mr. Bridgeford cease to be connected with 
the Commission ? 

A. Well, I may not be right, but I think it was in the 
snmmer or fall of 1874. 

Q. Was he discharged ? 

A. Yes, he was discharged, by Mr. McAlpine I believe. 
Mr. McAlpine gave him notice, as I remember, he served 
it on the Board, that his services were not required any 
longer on the work. 

Q. Who was Mr. McAlpine? 

A. He had originally been appointed as the consulting 
engineer of the work. He was appointed to that office at 
the etart, but to be paid only when in actual service, and 


to be liable to be called by the Board whenever his services 
were required. 


Y. Who appointed Mr. Bridgeford originally? 

A. He was on the work when I became Commissioner, 
but with no particular designation, as I know; but he was 
the main man of the work. Soon after, he was appointed 
to that position as Superintendent of Foundation. 

Q. By what Board? 

A, By the first Board. 
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Q. And afterward Mr. McAlpine informed him that he 
had no use for him? 

A. Yes, sir. . 

Q. Was it in his usually understood functions to dis- 
charge snpcrintendents and foremen in that way ? 

A. Well, he was authorized to hire the labor, and he 
claimed that he had this right. 

Q. Well, is it your opinion, in point of fact, as a mem- 
ber of the Board, that he had any such right? 

A. Well, I don’t know, sir. 

Q. What is your opinion? 

A. I suppose that Mr. McAlpine and Mr. Bridgeford 
got their appointments from the same source—from the 
Board. I don’t know if Mr. McAlpine in his appoint- 
ment, if he had the power of appointing and discharging 
men, whether that would apply to Mr. Bridgeford or not 
—I don’t know. 

Q. Well, what do you think about it? 

A. Well, I suppose if a man is at the head of a work, 
his subordinates ought to be under him. 

Q. Did you regard Mr. Bridgeford as one of his sub- 
ordinates? They both took their appointment from the 
Board ; didn’t they? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And yet you think Mr. McAlpine had the right to 
discharge him ? 

A. I don’t say he had 

Q. Well, what is your opinion? 

A. I can’t give an opinion. 

Q. Well, the Board never discharged him? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And yon don’t know that any commissioner ordered 
him discharged ? 
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A. No, sir; I don’t. 

Q. Aud Mr. McAlpine was an engineer who was called 
in occasionally whenever his services were required ? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. How long had Mr. Bridgeford been on the work be- 
fore Mr. McAlpine discharged him? 

A. Seven or eight years—— 

Q. Before Mr. McAlpine t 

A. They had been onthe work together for some time 
previous. 

Q. Was Mr. Bridgeford a competent man? 

A. I gave him a certificate, that is, I think, as full as 
could be desired, after this all happened. I don’t think 
he could ask one more ample. 


Q. Mr. Harris testified here, the other day, in effect, 
that Mr. Bridgeford was discharged becanse he wished to 
run the work independent of the commission. What do 
you know on that subject ? 

A. Well, sir, I never had any controversy with Mr. 
Bridgeford, as far as I know. 


Q. Do you know of his trying todo anything regard- 
less of the opinion and expressed wishes of the commis- 
sioners ? 

A. Well, there was a little difference between Mr. 
Bridgeford and the commission regarding the powers of the 
superintendent, and he had at one time made purchases 
which we thonght should have been made by the commis- 
sioners, and kept in the office, and furnished on req nisi- 
tions, and he after that ceased to do so and made requisi 
tions on us when he wanted anything. 

Q. And after that what did he do? 

A. Ineverhad anything else of difficulty with him? 
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Q. Do you know why Mr. McAlpine Hostile Mr. 
Bridgeford ? 

A. Only I heard him say they could not get along 
together. 

Q. Did you ever hear Mr. McAlpine assign a reason ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. So far as you know, did you not always find Mr. 
Bridgeford ready and willing to do what he was tuld to 
do by the commissioners or proper authorities ? 

A. So far as I ever asked him to do anything, yes. 

Q. With regard to the contracts that were given out 
by the Commission, or Mr. [larris and yourself in the 
absence of the Cuoimmission, do you think that in all cases 
those contracts were given out to the best advantage of 
the interests of the State? Did you get the materials as 
cheaply as private individuals could have got the same 
materials at the same time ? 

A. So far as I was concerned, we always tried to—— 

Q. Well, do you think the Commission succeeded in 
doing so? 

A. Yes, sir; we always tried to get them as low as 
possible. 

Q. And the materials were as low to the State as they 
were furnished to private individuals ? 

A. Yes, sir; I never made a contract, or knew of a 
contract being made, where I thought the price was any 
more than that to private individuals. 

Q. Do you not know of any member of the Commis- 
sion having made any such contract ? 

A. No, sir; I do not think that I do. 

@. You say that Mr. Bridgeford at one time purchased 
articles on his own responsibility. What sort of articles 
do yon refer to? 
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A. Well, I referred generally to the fact that Mr. 
Bridgeford supposed, at that time, that the Superintend- 
ent was the person to make purchases of material, per- 
haps, but I do not think that his power in that respect 
had been defined up to that time. Mr. Bridgeford had 
been in the habit of carrying on the works, and we 
adopted a new system. 

Q. Did this happen repeatedly, or only once ? 

A. I only remember one case where objection was 
made. Then, Mr. Bridgeford ceased immediately to 
order anything except to give a requisition. 

Q. Then the Commission found no fault with him 
except that on that one occasion he exceeded his powers, 
and when his attention was called to it he ceased to 
do sof 

A. That isso. Of course. 

Q. There is no salary attached, I believe, Mr. Rice, 
to the position of Commissioner of the Capitol ? 

A. No, sir; not as Commissioner, but I ought to state 
that there was $1,500 for the Secretary, which was a 
special act of the Legislatare. 

Q. And was there any legitimate way by which a mem- 
ber of the Commission could make money out of the con- 
struction of the Capitol. 

A. I never found one. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowina)—Is it not a fact that Mr. 
McAlpine was appointed general superintendent of the 
construction of this building, previous to the time Mr. 
Bridgeford was discharged ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


@. He was appointed general superintendent by a full 
Board ? 


A. Withont recollecting particularly, I think he was. 
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Q. And was acting in that capacity at the time he dis- 
charged Mr. Bridgeford? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Sytvanvus H. Sweet, sworn — 


Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Mr. Sweet, what is your full 
name f 

A. Sylvanus H. Sweet. 

Q. And residence? 

A. Albany. 

Q. What position did you occupy on the new Capitol 
bnilding at the time under the Commission which was 
organized on the 3d of May, 1871, of which Mr. Hannilton 
Harris was chairman ? 

A. Inspector of materials. 

Q. Was Mr. John Bridgeford connected with the work 
at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what capacity ? 

A. Superintendent. 

Q. Were you in the habit of furnishing to Mr. John 
Bridgeford memoranda of the quantities of material de- 
livered by the contractors respectively ? 

A. Yes, sir. He was furnished from my office. 

Q. Well, in what form, or way, did you give him those 
memoranda ! 

A. Generally in quantities, monthly deliveries mainly, 
or when payments were made. 

Q. Was it part of his duties as Superintendent of the 
foundation to have these reports from you! 

A. Not particularly so. 
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Q. Will yon please state now for what purpose you 
furnished those statements to Mr. Bridgeford ? 

A. Mr. Bridgeford told me it was for the purpose of 
collecting commissions. 

Q. Commissions from whom ? 

A. From the contractors, as I understood him. 

Q. Did you ever know of any commissions being col- 
lected ? 

A. I do not know of any myself. 

Q. Did Bridgeford tell you, at the time he got those 
items or memoranda from yon, that he desired to do 80 
for the purpose of finding out what the commissions would 
be coming from contractors f 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he tell yon who he paid them to? 

A. He told me he paid them principally to Mr. Harris. 

Q. And you furnished those items on that representa- 
tion ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And do you know anything more about that subject 
of commissions? 

A. No, air. 

Q. You never knew of any commissions being actually 
paid? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Sweet,—during your connection with the con- 
struction of the Capitol, were the contracts which were 
entered into by the Commissioners, in your judgment 
judicious, advantageous to the State? Were the materials 
that were purchased, purchased at market rates ? 

A. Well—so far as I know. 

@. You have no knowledge that materials were far- 
nished at greater than market rates ? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Do yon know of contracts having been given for 
brick, at a certain rate, when, in point of fact, the con- 
tractor purchased thein at the brick-yards at Albany at a 
greater (?) rate and furnished them to the State at a preat- 
er one? 

A. I don’t know. I can’t say. 

Q. Were you examined before the Investigating Com- 
mittees ? 

A. Yea, sir. 

QO. Did you give any evidence on these subjects ? 

A. I do not remember. 

Q. Do you know who was interested in the quarry of 
the New Yerk Granite Company ? 

A. When it was formed, I think Mr. Lord and Mr. 
Briggs, and Mr. Jerome, I think, but I’m not certain 
about it. 

Q. Do you know whether any member of the Capitol 
Commission was in any way interested in that quarry ? 

A. Well, I do not. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowrno)—I understand you to say 
that you have no personal knowledge of any commissions 
having been paid to Senator Harris ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or any other person ? 

A. No, sir. 


Henry Smira, sworn— 


Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Will you give your full name and 
residence ? 

A. My name is Henry Smith; I reside at No. 7 High 
street, in the city of Albany. 


496 


Q. Do you remember an investigation by a Legislative 
Committee, into the matter of the construction of the 
Capitol building under the Commission of which Hamil- 
ton Harris was chairman ? 

A. Yes, sir. I remember of two or three. 

Q. Do you remember, during the pendency of any one 
of those investigations, giving for Mr. John Bridgeford a 
letter to Mr. Hamilton Harris ? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Do you remember Mr. John Bridgeford and Mr. 
Hamilton Harris meeting at your office at that time, and 
the conversation which took place there ? 

A. No, sir. Bat I remember, and that is what you 
probably refer to, the meeting at my house. 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Smith, will you be kind enough to 
state to the Committee, as near as possible, that conversa- 
tion; in the first place how it came ahout, if you remem- 
ber, and then what transpired ? 

A. Before answering that inquiry I want to respectfully 
submit to the Committee that that interview did not in 
anywise pertain to the municipality of New York, or 
the county of New York, except so far as it is a part of 
the whole State. I want to respectfully submit that it is 
not a matter within the scope of inquiry by a Committee 
of the Common Couucil of the city of New York. 


Mr. Corze—Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee—this is an investigation, and this part of this in- 
vestigation goes in the direction of ascertaining whether 
or not any of the public moneys have been improper] 
diverted from the public treasury. The city of ao 
York pays about one-half of the moneys which go to the 
construction of the new Capitol buiding, and certainly the 
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city of New York has a direct pecuniary interest in ascer- 
taining whether any of that money was improperly ex- 
pended. The decisions upon the power of the Common 
Council of the city of New York to inquire into such 
matters as these, goes tu this extent, that they may go into 
any matters which may enable them to apply for and pro- 
cure proper legislation to protect their rights and to per- 
fect their municipal government. If we have been swin- 
dled in the construction of the Capitol, the city being a 
one-half sufferer in that entire swindle, certainly it is 
within the purview of that decision that we may inquire 
into the facts, in order that we may appeal to the Legisla- 
ture for such legislation as will prevent the continuance of 
these illeyal practices. Iu addition to that, this matter 
came up in this way: Mr. Tweed testified that he made a 
corrupt arrangement with Hamilton Harris, at which John 
Bridgeford was present; whereupon Mr. [larris denied it 
categurically, and we are now trying to ascertain whether 
it was true that Tweed and Harris made the corrupt 
agreement alleged or not; and in that regard these in- 
quiries are pertinent. 


Alderman Cowine—I reluctantly state what I am going 
to, for the reason that I may seem to have some some ob- 
jections to Mr. Smith testifying in this matter. I differ 
from the opinion expressed by the counsel. I think the 
Committee has no power to go into questions affecting the 
Capitol at Albany. J think this investigation should be 
kept within bounds, and this matter, at this time, coming 
as it does on the eve of an election, I think has a political 
aspect which my associates have constantly urged should 
not in any way come before this Committee in this inves- 
tigation. Notwithstanding that, if the majority of this 
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Committce choose to go into the investigation of wrongs 
committed in the city of Albany, one hundred and fifty 
miles from New York, and in my opinion in no way con- 
nected with the subject matter of investigation, they must 
take upon themselves the whole responsibility of the mat- 
ter, and I protest against it on the ground that it is 
improper, injudicious, and unwise. 


Alderman Lewis,Chairman, after consultation announced 
the decision of the majority of the Committee that this 
was properly a branch of the Ring frauds which the Com- 
mittee were required to investigate. 


Alderinan Cowinc—lI enter my protest. 


(Repeated by Mr. Corz)—Will you be kind enough to 
-gtate tu the Committee, as near as possible, that conversa- 
tion ; in the first place how it came about, if you reincm- 
ber, and then what transpired ? 

A. I think it was in the month of March or April, 1874, 
that an interview tovk place between Mr. John Bridge- 
ford and Senator Ilarris, at my house; it related to the 
investigation that was then going on, before the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, I think it was, relating to the 
management of affairs in the construction of the new Cap- 
itol at Albany ; I cannot remember now how the meeting 
was brought about. It is very possible that the letter 
which Isee mentioned by the reported testimony was 
written, but I cannot recollect it, nor can I remember what 
was said between the parties, so as to give the langnage 
that was used, or sv as to be able to give anything more 
than the general character of the conversation mE now 
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rests in my mind. I then was not connected with the 
investigation as counsel or otherwise, and had no interest 
other than a desire that the public works should progress, 
and that these gentlemen, who were my mutual friends, 
who were both my friends, should harmonize their 
differences. In the course of the conversation Mr. 
Bridgeford complained that he was ill-used. He 
complained that he haa been Superintendent of this 
work ; that he had discharged his duty to the best of his 
ability; that he had done all that had been required 
of him; that he had been enperseded in his position by 
means that he claimed were not fair, and that whatever 
criticistn there was in reference to the management of the 
work had heen. to use his expression “shoved off” upon 
him, and he did not think that he ought to stand it. My 
recollection is that up to within a few months of that time 
Mr. Bridgeford had been Superintendent of the work, and 
that until shortly before that, thongh I cannot attempt to 
be at all precise about dates, he had been a sort of super- 
intendent in connection with Mr. McAlpine, and, a little 
before that, had been superseded iu that position. It 
was 4 sort of co-superintendenvy. I don’t know that he 
was a subordinate or how that was. Mr. Elarris, either by 
express assent or by acquicscence, conveyed to my mind, 
as I remember it now, that he acquiesced in those state- 
ments of Mr. Bridgeford. He claimed that it was no 
fault of his that he (Bridgeford) had been superseded ; 
that he was his friend and always had been; that it would 
be to their mutual advantage that they should remain 
friends and should act together; that a controversy be- 
tween them only resulted in the prejudice of both ; that 
he was willing to do anything in reason that he could for 
Mr. Bridgeford, and asked him what he wanted. I think 
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I remember the very answer that Mr. Bridgeford made to 
that question, in his own language, which was, ‘ You 
know very well what I want.” Mr. Harris replied, “ Why ! 
no, 1 don’t. What do you want? Why don’t you take 
some contract? Why don’t you take some of those con- 
tracts for granite, furnishing granite for this work, and 
make some money out of this business.” Bridgeford re- 
plied, “ You know very well that I don’t want to make 
any money out of this business. I have losta great deal 
of money in it already. My ambition and desire is to 
construct this new Capitol. I want to be the Superin- 
tendent that builds this work. It has been the pride of 
my life, and will be, to continue in this thing and have 
charge of this work.” And I think he added to Mr. 
Harris, “ You can bring that result about if you are a mind 
to.” Mr. Harris, in reply to that, said that he could not 
control it. Some parties had taken offence, some Com- 
missioners, a3 I recollect it, had taken offence at some 
part that Mr. Bridgeford had taken in some former in- 
vestigation. I think when he had been examined upon 
the subject, that there was some personal dislike to him; 
but as for himself—Mr. Harris, speaking for himself—he 
would be quite willing to have him restored to that posi- 
tion and, at any rate, he was glad to act with Mr. Bridge- 
ford and continue their friendly relations in the future in 
reference to this work. 

Q. Is that all, sir, that you can recollect ? 

A. Nothing occurs to me now that is not covered by 
this statement that I have made, which I do not pretend 
to give in the language of the parties, but 1 have given 
the substance of the interview as 1 remember it. And 
as I understood, they separated with the understanding 
that they were friends and would co-operate in the future 


501 


as they both seemed to claim they had in the past. There 
were particulars mentioned, I think, that I cannot under- 
take to give the details of now; Mr. Bridgeford men- 
tioning, [ think, certain acts of Mr. Harris that he claimed 
were unfriendly and improper, and Mr. Harris, in turn, 
criticising some acts of Mr. Bridgeford, not acts of his 
as Superintendent, but acts of his in s»me way being a 
party to inquiries and investigations that had been had. 


@. Aud Mr. Harris said to him “Why don’t you take 
some of these contracts and make soine money out of this 
business,” or words to that effect, and Mr. Bridgefurd re- 
plied, “ You know very well I don’t want to make money 
out of it, I want to be re-instated in my place as Superin- 
tendent.” Now I will read to yon what Senator Harris 
swore to concerning this couversatiou, and see if it re- 
freshes your memory : 

Q. “Was anything said by you concerning a contract 
which you were willing to give Bridgeford ¢” 

A. “I remember of Mr. Bridgeford importuning me 
for a contract and talking about contracts, but I could 
never have said I was willing to give him a contract.” 

@. With that to refresh your meinory, state whether 
your recollection is at all changed or modified. Did 
Bridgeford at any time in that conversation importune for 
® contract ? 

A, Well, I should be very diffident about attempting 
to contradict any one who spoke from memory. of that 
interview, but I can oaly say that my recollection is 
pretty distinct, that the proposition came from Mr. Har- 
ris, 2. ¢., the idea of Mr. Bridgeford taking a contract, 
and my recollection is quite as distinct to the effect that 
Mr. Bridgeford insisted that he had no desire to make 
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money ont of the work, he only wanted to be Superin- 
tendent of the Capitol ? ' 

Q. What did yon understand Bridgeford to mean by 
saying that all those matters that were coming out in the 
investigation were being “shoved off” upon him %— 
“shoved off” from whom? 

A. Am I to understand that that question calls for my 
understanding of what Bridgeford referred to? 

Q. From the tenor of that conversation, and from any 
other conversations you had had with those parties ? 

A. Well, more from the knowledge I had of what had 
been developed on this investigation than from anything 
said there, I would draw my inflnence as to what it was 
that Mr. Bridgeford referred to. I understand him to re- 
fer to various matters that were being developed on this 
investigation. My recollection is that the one subject 
matter more immediately under investigation at that time 
was in relation to the delivery, the measurements, the 
quantity, and the price of cement that came from Bangs 
& Gaynor. There had been other questions under in- 
vestigation involving some of the very first principles of 
the proceedings of the Commission, involving the hiring 
of the day laborers, the carpenters, the workinen under 
the carpenters, the Inmber, the quantity of the lumber, 
the sand, the brick, etc. and the testimony, as I read it 
from time to time, relating to these subjects seemed to 
show irregularities perhaps. 

Q. What kind of irregularities ? 

A. In reference to the management of the work, and I 
understood Mr. Bridgeford to refer to these things, and to 
claim to Mr. Harris that the public mind was holding 
him responsible for some of those things because he had 
been Superintendent during the time a portion of those 
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transactions occurred, while he was claiming that he had 
always acted, as far as he could, in conformity with the 
directions of the Commissioners, and should not have the 
responsibility of them. That was my understanding of it. 

Q. Did you know the facts of the Bangs & Gaynor 
cement contract which was then being investigated ? 

A. Well, the testimony was being taken along about 
that tirme, and the investigation continued after the ad- 
journment of the session of 1874. I believe a sitting, or 
two, or three. was held during the recess, and it was 
resumed ayain in 1875. Most of the knowledge I have 
in reference to the details of that matter I have acquired 
from the testimony in both sessions together. 

Q. What were the allegations concerning the Bangs & 
Gaynor contract, which were at that time being inveati- 
gated ? 


Alderman Cowrse—Is that proper to inquire- as to 
allegations instead of facts? 


Mr. Coty--I am trying to find out what circumstances 
surrounded these parties at the time. 


A. I do not know anything about the facts; I neither 
make ceinent, nor buy cement, nor use cement. 

Q. I wish to find out what was the matter of difference 
between them, which you, as a mutual friend, was trying 
to settle up. Now, in that connection, I ask what were 
the allegations of irregularities which, as Bridgeford said, 
were being “shoved off” on bim ¢ 

A. So far as that is concerned, I understood the scope 
of inquiry of that committee to relate to the management 
of the work. Early in 1875 I was retained as counsel for 
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the committee, and acted during that session for them. 
The scope of inquiry related to the manner in which the 
work had been carried on, more with a view of ascertain- 
ing whether the work had been managed with a view to 
economy and the proper and the prudent use of the money 
of the State, than with the view of ascertaining anything 
as to any personal connection with it by any person, or, in 
short, it was to investigate the system of doing business 
by those Commissioners rather than to inquire whether 
anybody had been engaged in peculation, a project having 
originated in the Legislature to take the erection out of 
the hands of the Commission, and pnt it in the hauds of 
an individual. In view of this, the various contracts 
made by the Commission came under investigation; the 
manner in which they were made; whether there was fair 
competition; whether the measurements were made in a 
proper manner; whether the contracts were ever complied 
with us made, and the materials delivered or not—all 
came under the subject matter of investigation. 


Q. Was it not afterward put in proof that large quan- 
tities of this Bangs & Gaynor cement which left their 
place at Utica, in point of fact were taken off at different 
points along the route, and, nevertheless, the whole amount 
that started was paid for by the State as if it had arrived 
at Albany ¢ 


A. Yes, sir. If you will allow me to refer to the 
printed pamphlet I can give the details. 

Q. How much was the State defrauded out of in that 
manner ¢ 

A. I do not know how much. Whatever I shall state 
will be my view of the facts as established by that testi- 
mony given before the committee. I did not measure an 
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ounce of this cement and haven’t any personal knowledge 
about it. 


Alderman Cowine—I object to the gentleman making 
a statement of his impressions. We do not want his con- 
elusions, but the simple facts. 


Witness—I can of course sift out in my mind what is 
proper evidence. I will only answer what is proper. I 
cannot say how much the State was defranded out of in 
that manner, but I can state the points that were made 
before the committee on that subject. 


Q. From tables made up by yourself from the testi- 
mony 4% 

A. Yes, sir. 

Alderman Cowiwne—Part of your summing up as coun- 
se] tu the committee of investigation ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Alderman Cowine—I object. We want the facts, not 
the gentleman’s summing up of his conclusions. 


Alderman Lewis decided that the evidence was adimis- 
sible. 


Wirness—In reference to this cement, perhaps one 
thing by way of illustration would give an idea of the 
character of the qnestions that came up. One question 
that arose was as to whether the contracts were fairly 
made or not; that is, as to whether the canvassing of the 
bids was conducted in a way that admitted of fair compe- 
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tition so as to secure the material to the State at the 
lowest prices. Now it appeared in ‘that vase—and about 
that there was no dispute—that in 1872 these Commission- 
ers advertised for proposals for cement. The terme for 
proposals required that the cement should be delivered in 
barrels on the Capitol gronnd. Bangs & Gaynor’s bid 
was $1.32. The Howe's Cave Association offered to de- 
liver it in bulk at 98 cents. The contract was awarded to 
Bangs & Gaynor. They delivered under that contract, 
which by its terms required that the cement should be 
delivered on the Capitol grounds in barrels ; they delivered 
857 barrels, and they delivered 13,063 barrels in bulk, 
and in *73—— 

Q. What did they get for that delivered in bulk? 

A. $1.32 per barrel; and in 1873 they continued to 
deliver in bulk, and delivered 4,377 barrels. They were 
paid for all this that was delivered in bulk atthe rate of 
$1.32 per barrel. It was claimed that if it had been in- 
tended to allow it to be delivered in bulk, instead of 
barrels, they should have accepted the Howe's Cave 
Association’s proposition at 98 cents. Then it was claimed 
that the State had paid the expenses of unloading this 
cement in bulk, and transferring it to the dock at which 
it was cischarged, and transporting it thence to the Capitol 
ground. Some of you may be aware that it is quite a hill 
to ascend to get up there, and the transportation was quite 
expensive. On the part of the Commissioners, it was 
claimed that this dock, being a part of the property under 
the control of the Commission, was a part of the capitol 
grounds within the construction of the contract. Then 
there were other allegations. 


Q. And they charged extra, besides the eontract price 
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for taking it up from the wharf to the Capitol grounds, on 
the pretense that the wharf was the Capitol grounds ? 

A. It so appeared in the testimony, and was not dis- 
puted. It is stated ere, and the amount given, and not 
disputed, that the State paid for the transportation of that 
cement $2,278.80—from the wharf to the Capitol. Then 
it was charged that there was a misapprehension of true 
business principles, in the manner of getting at the 
quantity of this cement. The bills of lading showed the 
various hoats—canal boats—on which the cement had 
been brought from some station, above Utica, I think, 
where it was loaded, but I do not remember the place 
now, and it was brought on those canal boats and de- 
livered at Albany. The quantity,as it would appear from 
the acconnts, was ascertained by the weight at the weigu- 
lock at Utica, and those quantities appear in the books of 
account, though those saine bills of lading showed a lesser 
weight on the arrival of the boats at Albany, and soine of 
them showed—some of the bills of lading showed—that 
there was cement on those same boats which had loads 
consigned to Albany, deck loads consigned to intermediate 
places, as St. Johneville, Little Falls, and other places. I 
thonght, as it appeared on those papers, that the State paid 
for all that left Utica, without discriminating between 
that and what went to other places. It was also claimed 
that there were two cargoes that never reached Albany at 
all. There was no evidence in the papers of their arrival 
at Albany, althongh they appeared at some western port 
to have cleared for Albany. Then there was an attempt 
to get at the quantity that was actually used, compared 
with the quantity that had been paid for. Of course this 
cement was in the work and so far as computation could 
throw light upon it, it was by taking the varions elements 
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that went to make up a cubic yard of the work and separ- 
ating them to determine the proportion of each. Up to 
January. 1874, the State had paid for 72,737 barrels of 
cement, and there had becn used in the concrete, in laying 
brick and in the foundation masonry, 49,949 barrels, show- 
ing as unaccounted for in the work and not on hand, 22,788 
barrels. 

Q. Have you figured up how much that coat ? 

A. [have got that figured with two other items that 
are included. One is, improper payment for barrelling 
and transportation in 1871, $2,452; improperly paid for 
the cement in 1872 and °73, that was to have been in 
barrels and was in bulk, $5,929.60. Taking these two 
items and this amount unaccounted for, shows a loss to 
the State of $40,742.56. 

Q. Aud was it alleged at that time, and did it form 
part of this investigation which was going on at the time 
of this conversation between Bridgeford and Iarris, that 
in other matters besides this cement, large sums of money 
had been paid which could not be properly accounted for 
by the Commissioners? I am trying to get at the cir- 
eumstances surrounding those two men at the time they 
had that interview at your house? 

A. If the question calls for what was alleged on the 
investigation, I answer Yes. 

Q. That is whatI refer to. Now in what other matters 
was it at that time alleged that there was a very great 
discrepancy between the material actually received and 
that paid for—whcether as to price or quantity, in general 
terms ? 

A. Well, take the carpenter work, for instance. It 
was alleged that the carpenter and the foreman who had 
charge of the carpenter work, had not preserved a time 
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book, or pay-roll, or whatever it is called, or whatever it 
is, that would show the naines of persons who had worked ; 
that those time-books had not been preserved, but had 
been destroyed. It was claimed that the contract with the 
carpenter was that he was to have fifty cents profit on each 
carpenter. That is tosay, the State was to pay him fifty cents 
more for each day’s services than he paid the man render- 
ing the service. Under that, the contracting carpenter 
was paid invariably at $4 per day, I think, assuming that 
he paid his men $2.50, whereas in point of fact a large 
portion of the carpenters were paid a much less sum, say 
$2.50, and I do not know buat less; so that they had con- 
veyed to him the trust of informing them how many men 
worked and allowed him to assuine $8.50 were the men’s 
wages when they received a much less sum, and in this 
way the carpenter received a larger profit than he was 
entitled to under the contract. Now again, in regard to 
fumber, it was charged that there was the same inefliciency 
or want of management there, and while this was to be a tire- 
proof building constructed entirely of stone or some other 
incombustible ‘material, there had been expended over 
$100,000, I think, for lumber, and that this lumber was 
not properly cared for. The carpenter was a man engaged 
in carrying on other contracts, and the lumber was taken 
to his shop and kept there, without any proper guard or 
protection to see that there was proper discriminatiou—to 
see that the lumber of the State was not confused with 
his own. It was charged that $100,000 worth of lumber 
was a much larger quantity than was consumed in this 
building. And there were a good many vther items, such 
as nails, which will illustrate it as well as any. It was 
proved that their books showed that over thirty-six tons of 
nails had been paid for—as appeared by the books 73,826 
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pounde—which it seemed to me was a pretty large amount 
of nails for that building. There wag several such items. 
Q. The building is composed entirely of stone, is it not? 
A. Yes; stune and iron and brick. There were several 
such items selected froin their accounts. There were 195 
padlocks, door-locks, which, acccording to my recollec- 
tion of the testimony, were not shown to be a necessity 
for so much locking about this building as was involved 
in that item. The item of plumbing was criticised. The 
building then had no permanent gas or water-pipe of any 
kind in it. The pipe placed there was merely temporary, 
for the purpose of taking water to varions parts of the 
building where work was going on, and the plumbing bill 
was $10,466.11. There was iu the bills an item of 6,102 
sledge and hammer handles; and an itein of 2,114 Ibe. 
of white lead; and one of 199 cedar pails One of the 
other items under investigation was the question of vranite. 
That, of course, was the most serious, involving the largest 
amount of money of any. These items I have just been 
giving you were taken out more with a view to ascertain- 
ing whether the business was carried on so as to protect 
the State agaiust ruinous extravagance or fictitious charges 
—but the item of granite was very expensive and there- 
fore one of serious ingniry. The first work in the way of 
granite, as appeared by the testimony, was that in which 
it was used in connection with limestone in the founda- 
tion of the building. ‘There, according to the testimony, 
they had advertised for propvsals for the supply of an 
estimated quantity of stone and of granite. 1 will take 
the liberty of condensing this instead of going through 
the details. They advertised for proposals and : 
presented 
an estimate of quantities and a plan of the work. The 
estimate of quantitice called for about an equal quantity 
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of limestone and of granite; that is, between 10,000 and 
12,000 cubic yards of granite, and about an equal quantity 
of limestone. This granite was to be cut for the fittings 
of a door, or for an arch, or for the face stone of a 
building. The plan showed an inverted arch, to 
uphola the tower, which was to be constructed of 
good limestone and granite, mixed with each other, and 
involved an expense of $40 to $60 a cubic yard, while 
limestone was worth about $12 a cubic yard. When the 
bids were cau vassed, as appeared by thetestimony, Mr. Mc- 
Alpine had charge of it and excluded from his consulta- 
tion, as to some of the items, Mr. Fuller, the architect. 
All the bids but one were for the granite in quantities 
and tlie limestone in quantities, estimated as to prices as 
in the proposal, Larned & Dickson made a bid to deliver 
the whole quantity, without discriminating between gran- 
ite and limestone, at $24.40, and the contract was awarded 
tothe. Shortly after, this requirement for an inverted 
arch and consequently this requirement for good granite 
was withdrawn and the contractor was allowed to furnish 
limestone almost entirely, whereas tlie prepusal called for 
about an equal quantity of limestone and granite each. 
They delivered but a small quantity of granite and the bal. 
ance was inade up of limestone, the effect being to give the 
contractor who had bid in this way, by the change of plan, 
$24.40 per cubic yard for limestone, which was offered to 
them for, and could have been furnished under their bids, 
as low as $12 per cubic yard. It was claimed on that in- 
vestigation that the commissioners had been derelict in 
allowing such a contract as that te be awarded and especi- 
ally as Mr. McAlpine was the engineer, and one of the 
contractors to whoin the coutract was awarded was a near 
relative of Mr. McAlpine. It was insisted that they should 
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not have allowed a contract which should have admitted 
of such changes and the payment of s0 much for lime- 
stone. Afterward the contract was modified and Dix 
Island stone, a sort of granite, was used as a part of the 
work which would show above the ground or basement. 
That led them to enter upon the delivery of this Dix 
Island granite without any contract as to price. We 
claim that they knew or ought to have known that 
these contractors had control of the only quarry 
where this particular color of granite could 
be obtained, and that consequently when its use 
had been begun the State would be in the power of the 
contractors. It resulted, before they got through, in 
their paving at the rate of over $100 a foot for that Dix 
Island etone, and made the expense of the foundation, 
which was estimated at $500,000, run up to $565,324.84; 
then followed the institution known, I think, aa the New 
York Granite Co. As to that, it appeared that an adver- 
tisement had been published and considerable competition 
existed, and that the New York Granite Co. proposed to 
deliver the granite from the Yarmouth quarry at 75 cents a 
foot, which was by far tho lowest bid. Well, it was 
claimed as to that, that it was a bargain that ought never 
to have been made; that the Yarmouth quarry had never 
been developed; that there was no certainty as tu secur 
ing the kind of stune required, and that the effect, had 
they secured the stone, would have been to have opened 
and developed the quarry at the expense of the State, 
established the character of the stone by using it for the 
new Capitol and leaving~the balance of the quarry a very 
valuable piece of property for the stock-holders of the 
New York Granite Co. It turned out that this stone was 
not satisfactory and could not be used, and the contract 
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wae abandoned, they giving the contractor notice that 
they would not receive the stone; they settled with him, 
allowing him to retain what was paid, paying him the 15 
per cent. drawback reserved by the contract, paying 
$2,728 for condemned stone, $38,853 for stone not 
accounted for in the work, and $7,070 for margin. In 
the business “ margin” means an allowance of any esti- 
mated quantity outside of the plan line vf the stone, so 
that if a stone was only twelve inches, a cube of twelve 
inches, it would be measured at thirteen—I mean twelve 
inches dressed—it would be thirteen in the rough, in every 
direction, thus pretty largely increasing the price. Then 
they furnished to Mr. Bodwell the money to buy out the 
horses, tools and everything, and that, I believe, clused out 
their connection with the company. As to the Hallowell! 
Company, the questions were raised as to quantities and 
price, and as to the allowance of this margin, allowing 
stone to be furnished on the plan linc. A question was 
raised as to the sand. It seemed that the sand was deliv- 
ered by a contractor who scooped it up out of the bed of 
the river while he was engaged in deepening the Hudson 
and improving navigation. There appeared to have been 
43,700 cubic yards paid for, while estimating the amount 
in the work, as was done in the case of the cement, 21,720 
cubic yards only were actnally delivered; 22,689 cubic 
yards missing, involving a loss to the State of $30,625.60 
on sand. It was claimed that their transportation account 
and their dealings with the Albany Railway Company 
were not conducted properly; that they had a contract 
with the railway company to haul the freight from the 
wharf to the Capitol, but before that company had got in 
operation under its contract, the State had employed and 
paid teameters for transporting freight, and then after- 
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wards the State paid the Albany Railway Company over 
$15,000 fcr that same work, that ‘the company never 
performed at all, and they at least onght to have known it. 

Evidence was given to show that the price paid for 
that transportation was too much. Evidence also showed 
that the Albany Railway Company, after they got this 
contract, raised their capital stock from $100,0U0 to 
$200,000, and some questions arose as to the manner in 
which that stock was distributed, but I do not remember 
that it involved Mr. Harris. 

Another very large item was the brick. Brick that 
were entirely satisfactory could have been purchased at 
Albany for $7 to $8 per thousand, delivered on the 
Capitol grounds, but they paid $10 to $13 a thousand, and 
most of those brick were delivered bya Mr. John Murphy 
of this city and Mr. C. F. Southard. It was claimed 
that these prices were grussly excessive ; that there was 
no fair competition, and that the offer of proposals, or 
advertisements fur bids were only sent to five manufac- 
turers of brick, and all of them below the Ilighlands, and 
their stock supplied almost the entire quantity. The 
estimate that I made at the time showed a loss on brick 
of $77,190.25. I madeatable at the close of this inves- 
tigation, which, added to what I have said, will give you 
as full an idea as I had of the nature of those investica- 
tions and the results developed. I made a table to com- 
pare the expenditures of 1873, under the Commissioner 
system, with the expenditures of 1874, under a Superin- 
tendent with exclusive power, with the view of ascertaining 
which was the cheapest system, and, assuming the same 
quantities of work under each administration, the result 
was that the work done by the Commission ccet 
$710,588.91, and the same quantity of work by the Super- 
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intendent $462.328.30; making a difference in comparison 
of the two years of $248,265.51. It is fairthat I should 
add, however, that it was argued that as between 13873 and 
1874 the prices had to some extent declined, but the 
difference, as yon see, is about a quarter of a million 
dollars. 

Q. Now, Mr. Smith, do you know who were active in 
prosecuting this investigation against the Commissioners, 
or against this system of Commissioners to which you’ 
have referred, at this time? In other words, I mean to 
ask, do you know whether Mr. John Bridgeford was active 
in this matter, and whether he was furnishing data to the 
Investigating Committee? 

A. Do you mean the whole time this thing was going 
through ¢ 

@. Yes. Any time during that investigation 4 

A. Yes; I think I know that tu some extent he fur- 
nished information, or made suggestions. 

Q. Fave you any reason to know whether Mr. Hamil- 
ton Harris knew that he was furnishing information ¢ 

A, That I do not know, sir. 

.Q. Did Mr. Harris resign his position as Commissioner 
during the pendency of this investigation ¢ 

A. I think Mr. Harris resigned during the pendency of 
the investigation; I think in February or March, 1875, 
about a year after this interview with Mr. Bridgeford. 
I recollect the circumstance that he resigned while I was 
conducting the investigation on the part of the Com- 
mittee. 

Q. Did he ever have any conversation with you in 
regard to the propriety of his resigning at that time; do 
you recollect, sir ? 

A. Yes; I think he and I conversed on the subject. 
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Q. Didn’t he ask you what you thought he had better 
do in view of the investigation, and didn’t you tell him he 
knew perfectly well what your idea was, that he had 
better get out? 

A. Well, I should not say anything occurred in that 
form. We talked upon the subject, our conversation 
was as between two friends. Ido not think a detailed 
account of that conversation wonld throw any light on 
this investigation. It was more a question of policy as to 
what he should do than anything else, and nothing trans 
pired in that conversation that might not be taken to 
sustain the theory of his innocence as any other theory. 
Some men don’t like to stand fire, even if innocent. 

Q. Ile asked your opinion as to whether he should re- 
tire under fire or not? 

A. No; I don’t mean to apply that to him; I merely 
made use of the phrase as an illustration. I merely say 
that that conversation would not throw any light on the 
subject of this investigation. 

Q. Now, is it your understanding that, in a general 
way, this investigation and these allegations which you 
have testitied were being made against the Commission 
systen aud perhaps against the Co:nmissioners, was the 
fight or disagreement which Bridgeford and Harris talked 
about as being desirous of settling when you were present 
at this conversation between them. You have testitied 
that something was said about eettling their differences 
and that Bridgeford said that everything was being 
“shoved off” on him, and that Harris said that he wanted 
everything to be friendly, and why didn’t he take a con- 
tract and wake some money out of that, and Bridge- 
ford suid “ No, he didn’t want that, he wanted tu be reiu- 
stated in hie position.” Now is it your understanding 
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that the disagreement between these two men arose out 
of the fact that Bridgeford was furnishing information to 
this Committee and Harris wanted him to quit it? 

A. My understanding was that this investigation was 
unpleasant—I think I can say safely perhaps that it was 
unpleasant—to both parties, and both preferred it should 
not go on, and both parties seemed to agree, at the in- 
terview I spoke of, that it was their mutual interest to go 
in a friendly manner and not be fostering an examination 
or investigation of these affairs. Neither went into any de- 
tail of the matter, according to my remeinbrance. I 
thought Mr. Harris was coy in the answers he made with 
reference to the future Superintendency when pressed by 
Mr. Bridgeford. The point he. was driving at was that 
he should have the opportunity to finish the work he had 
begun and he desired that without any wish on his part 
to make money out of it. The question as to whether any 
one had made money out of it was only incidentally :men- 
tioned when Mr. Bridgeford said he had lost a good deal 
of money by farthering it since its commencement and 
he haa done so because of his ambition to build the Capi- 
tol of the State of New York. 

@. Can you fix, approximately, the date of that con- 
versation ? 

A. I should say abont the first of April, 1874. It may 
have been later than that, but it was about that time. 
Now, I ought to be allowed to add, I think, in reference 
to these fignres I have given, that I was the counsel re- 
tained by the Committee and I acted with a view of car- 
rying ont the purpose they had in view, and that, as I 
understood it, was to develop the proposition as to whether 
this work had been prudently done or not, whether there 
was a wastefalness in expenditure of money or not, than 
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of criticising any particular individnal’s management. I 
stated then, as I am willing to state now, that in my judg- 
ment these figures demonstrated that more than $1,500.000 
of the money appropriated at that time had been need- 
lesslv wasted in the construction of that work. 

Q. Do youthink it demonstrated any absolute frauds? 

A. Well, of course in such athing as this there are 
varions considerations growing out of it. It was a new 
building, a large building, a work of greater magnitude 
than our mechanics were accustomed to. I cannot say I 
_ think there was—yes—well—I don’t know—yes—I think 

there was either a fraud or a mistake, and a very big one. 
I have no donbt that in some respects there were some 
frands, cheating in these measurements, weighte and ex- 
penses of material, and somebody made money out of 
them. I did not go into that. I did not go farther than 
they employed me. I did not feel disposed to volunteer 
any labor for the public good, and I never tried to find out 
who they were who perpetrated the frands. 

Q. (By Alderman Lewis)}—Yon stated these were the 
alleged facts. Who were these allegations nade by ? 

A. These statements that I have eubmitted here were 
such results as appeared to me to be established by the 
testimony of the witnesses that have been called on that 
investigation. A great inany witnesses have been exam- 
ined. I think the evidence in the investigation covered 
some 1,500 printed pages, and thisis asummary so as to 
bring it together to show in quantities and amounts the re- 
sults of the testimony of the witnesses as I claimed them 
tobe. Tlic committee after this investigation was closed, 
made their report, which will show the view they enter- 
taincd. I do not remember what it was now. They went 
somewhat over the facts established, and concluded with 
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@ revommendation abolishing the commission and putting 
it in the hands of a single person who should be a_practi- 
cal mevhanic. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—This is a portion of your 
summing up before the Committee, is it not ? 

A. In so far as it purports to give the results of the 
testimony, it is taken from the eumming up. 

Q. And is predicated upon your view of the evidence 
taken before the Committee? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you the summing up of the gentleman who 
had the honor to oppose you ? 

A. No; I have not that here. 

Q. He took a different view ? 

A. Oh! yes; there was a very wide difference. He 
seemed tu have the fullest confidence in the Commissioners 
and their management. 

Q. When this testimony was being taken before the 
Comittee, was it not from time to time published in the 
daily press of Albany ? 

A. I think in a very abridged form. 

Q. Sufficiently to acquaint the public with the purport 
and results of the investigation ? 

A. I suppose so—those who read the reports. 

Q. So that your testimony will be nothing new to the 
good people of Aibany ? 

A. Not if they have read it already. 

Q. If they read this they would not be any wiser than 
they were befure ? 

A. Not if they had read it before, and remembered it. 

Q. They have had a chance to read it in that con- 
densed pamphlet form—your summing up of results— 
have they not? 


520 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it not a fact that after this was published Mr. 
Harris was nominated and elected to the Senate in your 
county ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then, with a full knowledge of all the facta stated 
here, the good people of that county elected Mr. Harris 
to the honorable position of a State Senator ? . 

A. Well, there’s a good deal in that qnestion. I don’t 
want to take the responsibility of saying on oath that they 
are all good people, or that they all read iny speech, and 
were conversant with the facts. 

Q. But he was elected ? 

A. Yes; he was elected, and served; and, I think, isa 
State Senator now. | 

Q. And what you have stated here to-day has been 
accessible to the people of Albany county, to any one who 
would take the pains to read it ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—What are your politics, Mr. Smith, 
as politics have been brought into this investigation ? 


Alderman Cowrne—I object to that. 


Alderman Lewis—Tke question does not seem a per- 
tinent one. 


Mr. Corz—Very well, it is withdrawn. 


Wrrnuss—That relieves me. 


Mr. Coz reported that a subpwna had been served 
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upon S. J. Davenport, a needed witness, the proper mile- 
age paid to him, and his promise obtained that he would 
appear; notwithstanding which he had not appeared. 


The Committee directed the counsel to have a writ of 
attachment served upon the recalcitrant witness. Writs 
of attachment were also ordered to be procured and 
served upon other witnesses who had been summoned and 
failed to appear. 


Alderman Cowine moved that when the Committee 
adjourn, it adjourns until Thursday, November 8, at 10 
o’clock a. M. 


G. W. Miter, of Albany, announced hiinself as the 
counsel of Mr. Hamilton Harris, and requested, in the 
interest of his client, that the investigation into his alleged 
improper acts should be, if possible, terminated before the 
election on November 6th. 


Alderman Cow:ne withdrew his motion. 


The Committee then adjourned until Saturday, Novem- 
ber 3, 1877, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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NINETEENTH DAY. 


Saturpay, November 3, 1877. 


Present -—Alderman -Lew1s, 
« — Cow1ne, and! 
SLEVIN. 


Samuet J. Davenport, sworn— 


Q. (By H. L. Core, Esq., Assistant Corporation Coun- 
sel)—Did you enter into a contract with the Capitol Com- 
missioners daring the time that Mr. Hamilton Harris was 
the Chairman of the Commission, to lay ‘‘ serimshaw ” in 
the new Capitol ? 

A. Well, ’'m not certain whether Mr. Harris was chais- 


man or not. I entered into an arrangement with the 
Commissioners. 

Q. When was that? 

A. In 1871. 


Q. Was it a verbal or a written contract ? 
A. Written. 


Q. Who was it signed by ? 
A. [think Hamilton Harris and William A. Rice. 


@. At what price per yard did yon contract to lay the 
' “ scrimshaw ?” 


A. At $2.50 a yard. 
@. Was there anything said between you and anybody 
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concerning that contract, that you should allow anything 
for margin or commission on that contract ? 

A. Nothing for commission. It was supposed that I 
would either subscribe or give something toward some 
running expenses. I knew nothing of what it would be. 

Q. With whom was that understanding, that you would 
subscribe or give something toward running expenses, 
made? 

A. Mr. John Bridgeford. 

Q. Now, as nearly as possible, will you please state 
what your bargain with Mr. Juhn Bridgeford was? 

A. Well, it’s so long since, I can hardly state what the 
tenor of the conversation was. 

Q. Just as near as your recollection will now serve you ? 

A. I think it was in the middle of summer the question 
was asked me by Mr. John Bridgeford what I could cover 
the court-yard for to a certain depth, and | told them it 
would be $2.50a yard. After that was covered along some 
time afterwards, Mr. Bridgeford asked me, “ What can 
you cover the others for?” and I said, “ For $2.50 a yard 
if we are not detained or delayed on the work; and says 
Mr. Bridgeford, says he, “* What will it cost.” ‘ Well,” 
says I, “the actual cost of the work itself will be about 
twelve shillings per yard.” ‘ Well,” Bridgeford says, 
“Why?” Says I, “ That is if the stuff can be delivered 
and the yard kept clear.” And Mr. Bridgetord says, “ If 
the stuff is to be delivered outside the building, we will 
furnish you help to haul it in the building.” The stuff 
was delivered ; we were delayed to some extent, but the 
work was pursued through the Fall. 

Q. That is hardly responsive tu my question ? 

A. That is about the conversation. 

Q. You said, as I understood you, there was some un- 
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derstanding between you and Bridgeford that you should 
pay something toward ranning expenses. Now, what did 
you understand him to mean ? 

A. I don’t know what—nor did I ask. 

Q. Did you arrange with him to do sof 

A. Lexpected to doso. I understood that I would be 
called on, but what shape it would come in I didn’t com- 
prehend. 

Q. And you can state no more nearly than that how 
you came to arrive at that conclusion that you were to be 
called on ? 

A. Only the conversation between us. There was noth- 
jng said of how much it would be. 

Q. But he told you that you would be called on ? 

A. He supposed I would. 

Q. Did he say who would call on you ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or what those ranning expenses were f 

A. No, sir. 

QY. Did you understand that meant legitimate expenses 
in building the Capitol ? 

A. Well, I supposed some expenses for legitimate ex- 
penditures, or entertaining the Legislature. I couldn’t 
say what. 

Q. Did you consider money paid by a contractor on the 
building for the purpose of entertaining the Legislature a 
legitimate expense connected with the building of the 
Capitol ? 

A. That I do not know. 

Q. Did you consider it so? 

A. I did not stop to consider it. 

Q. Do you consider it so, now ? 

A, I don’t know whether it would be or not. 
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Q. That’s the best answer you can give to that—you 
don’t know whether it would be legitimate or not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever, in any way, comply directly or in- 
directly with this understanding between you and Bridge- 
ford, that you should pay something toward the running 
expenses ? 

A. That ’'m unable to say, the way the 

Q. Answer ny question, please. Did you ever, in any 
way, comply, directly or indirectly, with this understand- 
ing between you and Bridgeford, that you should pay 
something toward the ruuning expenses ? 

A. I can’t rightly say I—that is—— 

@. You mean that you do not understand what I mean 
by the question? Will the stenographer repcat the ques- 
tion ? 

[The question was read to the witness. ] 

A. [After long hesitation]- -Not that I know of. 

Q. Now, wouldn’t you know, in point of fact, whether 
yon had or not? Ien’t that a matter within your own 
personal cognizance; one that you must know { 

A. What we can think and what we know is two dif- 
ferent things. Along a while afterward I met Mr. 
Bridgeford, some time after the work was done and in 
talking over the matter I was requested to buy soine iron 
stock of Mr. Randall—and I done so. 

Q. Who were you requested by ? 

A, I was requested by Mr. Bridgeford to see Mr. Ran- 
dall, and buy the stock. 

Q. And was anything farther said than that, in that 
conversation, why he wanted you to buy the stock? 

A. The only thing he said about it was, “ The mine is 
undeveloped ; it may some time be a good thing.” 


526 


. And did you buy the stock ? 

I did. 

How much stock did you buy ? 

. I don’t know exactly ; some $8,000 worth. 
Did yon pay par for it? 

I did. 

Do you recollect what it was? 

. It was Champlain Shore and Corning. 
Have yon got that stock now ¢ 

. I think I have. 

Did von know anything about the value of it at 
the time you bought it from Mr. Randall ? 

A. I did not. 

Q. You paid par for it, without knowing its value, be 
canse Mr. Bridgeford, or he asked you to? What is the 
value of that etock now ? 

A. That is more than I am able to say. 

Y. You never received anything out of it in the way 
of dividends or anything of that kind ? 

A. I never have. 

Q. Do you know whether or not there ever was say 
market value for that stock, or any price attached to it! 

A. No, sir; I do not; I heard it at the time spoken of 
by several as eventually it would be a good thing. 

Q. (By Alderman Cow1nc)—Was it not said that Wm 
Tweed had put $100,000 into that company ? 

A. Not to ny knowledge. 

Q. Do you know who this stock actually belonged to? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did Senator Harris have anything to do with it, i 
directly or directly, so far as you know ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he solicit yon to buy it? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Had no connection with it? 

A. No, sir. 

Y. Did you ever pay Harris any commissions ? 

A. No. sir. 

Q. Did he ever solicit any comnnissions from yon ? 

A. No, sir. 

. Did you ever have any consultation or conversation 
with him about commissions ? 

A. No, sir; I have done other work since for the 
Capitol at the same price. 

Q. Are you aware at this time that there was an inves- 
tigation before a Committee of the Senate in 1875, or 
about that time, in which this whole matter of the 
Capitol building was investigated ? 

A. I know there was an investigation going on. 

Q. Do yon not know that the Senate Investigating Com- 
mittee, after taking some twelve hundred pages of tes- 
timony, nnanimously reported in these words: “ And in 
this investigation. as in the investigation of the affairs of 
these Commissioners, we find nothing involving the per- 
eonal integrity of the Commissioners.” Don’t you know 
the Committee so found ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Core)—Did you testify before that Com- 
mittee concerning this stock transaction ?¢ 

A. No, air, 

Mr. Cote requested the Chairman of the Committee to 
give Mr. Davenport a note to protect him from the service 
upon him of a writ of attachment placed in the hands of 
the Sheriff of Albany Connty. inasmuch as Mr. D. had 
reported here and testified without waiting to be com- 
pelled by the said writ. : 
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Jonn L. Ranpaw., sworn — 


Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Where do you reside, Mr. Randallt 

A. At Albany. 

Q. What is your occupation # 

A. Mining iron ores. 

Q. Do you know Mr. John Bridgeford ? 

A. I do, sir. 

Q. Do you know Mr. S. J. Davenport ? 

A. Ido. 

Q. Do you remember selling Mr. Davenport some 
$8,000 worth of iron stock at some time? 

A. Yea, sir; $3,500 worth. 

Q. When was that ? 

A. It was on the—well, the sale was made on the 
23d of January, 1872, but the stock was not delivered at 
that time. 

Q. When was it delivered ? 

A. The next day. 

Q. What stock was it 

A. Well, I have a memorandum I made at the time 
Perhaps I had better be allowed to tell the thing as it oc- 
curred. 

Q. You had better answer my questions. I will bring 
it all ont. 

A, It was “ Champlain Shere and Mountain Co.” stock 
and “ Corning Iron Ore Co.” stock. 

Q. How much of each ? 

A. Forty-five shares of the first—Champlain Shore 
stock—and forty of the other—Corning Iron Ure Co. 
stock. 

Q. What did he pay you for it? 

A. He paid me par; one hundred cents on the dollar. 
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Q. What was the value of the Champlain stock at that 
time ? 

A. There was no market value to it at that time. 

Q. No quotations f 

A. No quotations. 

Q. Now | = oe to tell the whole transaction ; how 
you came to sell him that stock and all abont it ? 

A. On the 22d day of January, 1872, Mr. Bridgeford 
called to my house and said to me that Mr. Davenport 
wanted to buy some stock and I had better let him have 
it, and Mr. Bridgeford said to me that the money that 
Davenport would pay me was to go to Hamilton Harris, 
and I remarked to Mr. Bridgeford, “ Well,” said I, 
“ John, I wouldn’t do it; I wouldo’t do such dirty work 
for any one.” “ Well,” said he, “I’ve got to do it, John,” 
meaning me, “or I’ve got to get out.” “ Well,” says I, 
“then I'd get out.” That was the substance of the con- 
versation, and I agreed to let Davenport have it when he 
called for it. On the 23d—it was the next day—Mr. 
Davenport called at ray house and said, “ Have you any 
iron ore stock that you want to sell?” Said I,“ Yes; 
how much do you want?” “I want,” said he, ‘‘ $38,500 
worth. I don’t want to take it to day, but Pll pay you a 
part of the money now, and when I pay you the balance 
T’ll take the stock.” So he laid down on my desk fifty- 
five bnndred dollars, and I gave Mr. Davenport u receipt, 
which I have here and which I will read: 

“ Received, Albany, January 23, 1872, of S. J. Daven- 
“ port, $5,500, being a payment on eighty-five shares of 
“iron ore stock, amounting to $8,500, said stock to be 
‘“‘ delivered to him, and to consist of 45 shares of Cham- 
“ plain stock and 40 shares of Corning ore stuck. [Signed] 
“ Joun L. Ranpa..” i 
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[Exhibiting receipt.] That don’t look very fresh, as it 
has been worn considerable. 


Mr. Corz—[exhibiting the document just read to the 
preceding witness ]— 


Q. Mr. Davenport, as you are still here, will you please 
state if that is a veritable paper ? 

A. (After examination] —I should say it was. 

Q. You know about that, do you not? 

A. I recollect there was some such paper passed. [ 
would not swear that is the identical paper. 


Mr. Corz--Mr. Davenport says he has a very sick child 
‘at home, and he wants to get away. I ask that the Com- 
mittee decide if he is to be discharged now or not? 


Alderman Cowine—-Ile had better wait a few minutes 
until his witness leaves the stand. 


Mr. Cotr—Very well—(to Mr. Ranpsatt]—Go on, sir. - 


Witness, resuming : 

When Mr. Davenport paid me the $5,500 I gave him 
this receipt. On the 24th of January, the next day, he 
called on me and gave me $3,000 more, and I then gave 
him a receipt on the back of this receipt for the $5,500, 
as follows: 

“ Received, Albany, January 24, 1872, from S. J. Dav- 
“ enport, $3,000, being the balance of the $8,500, as men- 
“tioned in the within receipt. [Signed] Joun L. Ray- 


“ pa.” 
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I gave him the stock and made a memorandum of the 
numbers of the certificates : 

No. 385. Twenty-five shares Champlain Shore & Moun- 
tain Co. 

No. 174. Twenty shares Champlain Shore and Moun- 
tain Co. 

No. 30. Twenty shares Corning Iron Ore Co. 

No. 31. Twenty shares Corning Iron Ore Co. 


After I had drawn this receipt and delivered the stock, 
T said to Mr. Davenport, “ Davenport, inasmuch as I have 
delivered the stock to you, this receipt is now of no use 
to you and I’d like to keep it as a memorandum,” and he 
said “ Very well;” and that is the way it comes in my 
possession. 

QY. Well, now, what did you do with the money you got 
for that stock ? 

A. I took the money over to the Capitol grounds, and I 
went in Bridgeford’s office. He was then Superintendent, 
and I laid the package of money, containing the $5,500, on 
his table. 

Q. What day was that? 

A. Well, I don’t know. I’m not apt to keep money 
long by me, and I think it was within an hour or two, per- 
haps, after I had received it. I went out of the office, and 
as I went out Bridgeford walked-in and took the money, 
and I did the same with the other, the $3,000. 

QY. When did you put the $3,000 on Bridgeford’s table? 

A. Well, I think it was on the same day that I received 
it. I had no safe in my house, and so wasn’t in the habit 
of keeping any considerable sum long by me. 

@. Whose iron ore stock was it that you sold f 

A. It belonged to me, sir. 
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Q. (By Alderman Cowine}—Whereabonts did you say 
you resided # 

A, In Albany. 

Q. How long have you been in the city of New York 
this time? 

A. Well, I was subpeenaed to be here Thursday last. 

Q. You have been here since then # 

A. No; I have been up in Westchester County, to visit 
some friends. . 

Q. You are a friend and intimate acquaintance of Mr. 
Bridgeford, are you not f 

A. Our relations have been quite intimate for a number 
of years, say since 186—. 

Q. And they are now ? 

A. Yes, sir; they are. 

Q. And you have expressed a deepsympathy for him, in 
this chamber, on several occasions, have you not ? 

A. No. I don’t think that I have “a deep sympathy,” 
but I think he has been shamefully abused in all this mat 
ter. 

Q. And because he has been abused, as you think, you 
sympathize with him ? 

A. Well, I do think that he has, and I have been abused 
through him ; I—— 

Q. And because you have been abused, it is then, that 
you have that sympathy ? 

A. Notatall. I 

Y. Was Mr. Tweed interested in this company t 

A. He was in one of them, at a time. 

Q. At the time these transactions took place? 

A. No, sir; not at all. 


Q. And you were very intimate with Mr. Bridgeford 
when this stuck sale took place f 
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A. Yes, sir. 

@. You have said that this stock was yours; now how 
were you to get your pay for it? 
- A. Mr. Bridgeford was to return to me the same 
amonnt of the saine kind of stock. 

Q. And this was an accommodation to Mr. Bridgeford ? 

A. Well, of couree it was. It could not be otherwise 
I had no interest in it farther than you know of. 

Q. Ilave you any personal knowledge whatever that 
any of this money went to Mr. Harris? 

A. I have not. 

Q. All you know of it is what Mr. Bridgeford told 
yout 

A. All I had to do with it was until I put the money 
on his desk after what I have told you. 

Q. And you have no further personal knowledge ? 

A. Merely hearsay, from Mr. Bridgeford. 

[At this point the witness S. J. Davenport was, by order 
of the Committee, formally discharged. ] 


Wu. A. Rice recalled— 


Q. (By Mr. CoLz)—-You were sworn at the last meeting 
were you not, Mr. Rice? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Yon were a commissioner on the commission of 
which Hamilton Harris was chairman ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During the pendency of the investigation by the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, in 1874, intothe man- 
agement of the constrnction of the new Capitol, did you 
ever hear John Bridgeford charge that he had collected 
moneys from contractors and paid them to any commis- 
sioner as dividends or profits, or in any shape? 

A. Yes,sir; I think I have heard him say so frequently. 
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Q. Now, what commissioners did he say, to you a8 com 
missioner, that he had paid dividends which he collected 
from contractors ¢ 

A. I think he always said he had paid Mr. Harris 
money. I think I will say alev, furthermore, for myself, 
that he paid me some inoney. 

Q. Do you know of a conversation that took place 
during the pendency of that investigation, wherein -you, 
Commissioner De Wolf, and Mr. Bridgeford were pres- 
ent, in which Mr. Bridgeford said that he had paid you 
and also Hamilton Harris money—commissions he had 
obtained from contractors ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. And do you recollect what Mr. Ve Wolf said then, 
when he was informed that you and Mr. [arris had re- 
ceived commissions from contractors? 

A. He was indignant, but I don’t rernember his re- 
marks. 

Q. Do you recollect that he said, “ You ought, all of you, 
to be placed in the State prison ?” 

A, I don’t recollect those words. lle was very indig- 
nant about it, I know, but I don’t remember his words. 

_Q. Now, Mr. Rice, did you and Mr. Hamilton Harris, 
shortly after that time, resign from the commission during 
the pendency of that investigation ? 

A. I resigned in 1875. 

Q. Well, was it during the pendency of this investiga- 
tion and after this conversation in which Bridgeford 
charged you both with receiving money illegally ? 

A. Yes, sir. I think it was.. 

Q. Now, was it subsequent to this conversation in which 
in presence of Cominissioner De Wolf, he charged you 
and Hamilton Harris with these illegal practices, that you 
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gave Mr. John Bridgeford the letter of commendation 
which has been read in evidence here 1 

A. I think it was, sir. 

Q. Well, now, did you ever receive any money from 
John Bridgeford as commissions or profits growing ont of 
your position as Commissioner ? 

A. No, sir; I never considered they were in the way of 
commissions. 

Q. Did you receive any money at all from him? 

A. Yes, sir. In the early part of the enterprise there 
was mouey raised on various occasions. Citizens raised 
money at many times. There were various outgoes and 
various expenses that were borne by the citizens. I con- 
tributed to them at various times. Mr. Bridgeford, as 
far back as 1870 or 1871 gave me some money; said he 
gave itt» me. I knew nothing of where it came from. 
I didn’t know but it was his own money. I supposed he 
was willing to contribute to those expenses. 

Q. Ile handed you money at various times, while he 
was Superintendent and you Commissioner ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He did not owe it to you? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. But said he gave it to yon? 

A. He said he gave it to me, sir. 

Q. When those accusations were made, in this conver- 
sation when Mr. Commissioner De Wolf was present, did 
you deny that commissions had been received ¢ 

A. No, sir. “ Commissions”—I never called them com- 
missions. I never knew about a commission. 

Q. But you knew you and Harris had received money 
out of the Capitol, in some shape or other ? 
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A. I did not deny that Mr. Bridgeford had given to me, 
previously, various amounts of money, 

Q. Well, did you make it plainto Mr. De Wolf that 
this was a mere present ¢ 

A. Mr. De Wolf vould never have understood from 
me that I had the remotest idea where the money came 
from. 

Q. Was fit subsequent to that Mr. De Wolf was in- 
dignant ? 

A. Yes—he was indignant. 

Q. Why washe? Why did he express his indignation 
if there had been nothing wrong in these transactions ? 

A. Well, he saw the impropriety of a Commissioner 
accepting any money at all from the Superintendent. 

Q. But you didn’t see it at all ? 

A. No, sir; I did not see it at the time. 

Q. Now, having refreshed your memory on that con- 
versation, can’t you remember what Mr. De Wolf said on 
that occasion? Didn’t he say how you should be pun- 
ished ? 

A. I don't—I can’t recollect any particular expressions. 
I know he scolded about it. 

. Q. And after that you and Mr. Harris resigned during 
the pendency of this investigation ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

(By Alderman Cowinc)—All the testimony in this case 
before the Investigating Committee had been taken and 
submitted before you resigned, had it not ? 

A. I think so. 

Q. Did the testimony taken at that time include what 
has been stated to-day, and what you have read has been 
heard before this Committee ? 

A. In reference to myself ? 
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@. Yes? 
A. No, sir. 


QY. Did it include Mr. Harris’ testimony, in substance 
as given here, with regard to the payment and receipt of 
money ; was that included in the evidence given before the 
Senate Investigating Committee ! 

A. Yes, sir; I think all his testimony was in the 
proofs. 


Q. Well, in the face of this testimony, did the Senate 
Committee find there was nothing involving the personal 
integrity of the Commissioners ? 

A. They so reported. 

Q. Well, didn’t they find that as a fact ? 

A. Yes, sir; that is what they said in their report. 

Q. That was part of their report, wasn’t it ? 

A. Yes, sir; I think it was. 

Q. Was not the reason that you resigned, you and Mr. 
Harris, because—on account of this discussion—it was 
thought by the people of Albany that the appropriation 
would be jeopardized by your staying in the Commis- 
sion ? 

A. Well, there was some talk of that kind, but I don’t 
know that that was the reason of my resigning; I had 
wanted to resign for years back. 

Q. Because there was so much talk and expression of 
adverse opinion ¢ 

A. Well, we both wanted to resign long before we did, 
but we didn’t like to resign while the investigation was 
going forward ? 

Q. And you put it off until the investigation was com- 
pleted, or nearly so? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 
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Q. And I understand you never have received any com- 
missions a8 Commissioner from contractors ? 

A. Never, sir. 

Q. And you were not aware that any money you 
received from Bridgeford he had received as commissions 
and was paying you as commissions ? 

A, I never knew where he received the money. 

Q. And the money was not profits paid to you, but was 
to reimburse you for money you had spent on matters 
connected with the Capitol building? 

A. I considered it was to reimburse the moneys that 
had been expended. 


Q. (By Mr. Cotz)--Did not Mr. John Bridgeford ac- 
cuse you, before Commissioner De Woolf, of receiving 
money from him which he had received from con- 
tractors ? 

A, Well, I 

Q. Was not that the accusation ? 

A. He might have said that. 


gy. And you did not at the time deny it ? 

A. Well,—I want that understood—I had not known 
up to that time—-that was the first time I heard him say 
that he collected the money. 

Q. You knew it then ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you knew he accused Mr. Harris of the same 
thing ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were any of those accusations against any member 
of the Commission, against their personal conduct, brought 
out before the Investigating Committee; or did not they 
confine themselves to the system of the Commission? Did 
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Commissioners at all? 

A. I do net remember that they did. 

Q@. Don’t you know that Bridgeford did not go before 
that Committee, and don’t you know that, after the ac- 
cusations were made in the presence of Commissioner De 
Wolf, you two Commissioners resigned, under threats 
that, if you did not resign, this whole thing would be 
brought ont before the then sitting Committee? Now, 
isn’t that the truth ? 

A. Well, I didn’t resign on that account, becanse I 
considered that my connection with this thing, or having 
taken this money, was a thing that should have driven me 
from the Commission. 

Q. But those allegations that either you or Mr. Harris 
had received commissions, percentages, or profits, were 
not made in any shape before that Investigating Commit- 
tee, were they? 

A I don’t remember that they were. 

Q. Well, don’t you remember that they were not ? 

A. 1 don’t know whether there were any against Har- 
ris or not; there were not against me. 

Q. And you do not remember any against Mr. Harris ¢ 

A. I do not. 

Q. Why was it, in your opinion, that you two Commis- 
sioners remaining in the Commission would jeopardize the 
appropriation ¢ 

A. I didn’t say it was my opinion. 

Q. Ithonght you did; pardon ine. I shall not press it. 
It was not in response to any question of mine. Were 
you present, Mr. Rice, when this testimony was taken 
before the Finance Committee of the Senate ? 

A. Almost always. 
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Q. Did you hear Mr. Henry Smith’s samming up argu- 
ment in that case? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—Did you hear Mr. Hale’s 
summing up on that investigation ? 

A. Yes, sir; I think I was present when he made his 
argument. 

Q. He summed up and answered Mr. Smith, didn’t het 

A. I think Mr. Hale made the first speech; I’m not 
sure. 

Q. He was in behalf of the Commission, was he not. 

A. Yes, air. 

Q. And after they had heard Mr. Smith’s summing up 
and Mr. Hale’s summing up, the Committee found there 
was nothing against the character of the Commissioners ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And their inference was drawn from the testimony t 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—But none of this testimony con- 
cerning the taking of commissions and making profits out 
of it was before the committee at all? 

A, Not concerning me personally. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—Did not Senator Harris 
testify concerning the use of money for outside pur- 
poses ? 

A. I think he did. 


Mr. Corr reported to the Committee that he had 
issued two writs of attachment for Mr. E. R. Seward 
and Mr. Learned—of Learned & Dickson, who were 
required as witnesses, but the server in whose hands those 
writs had been placed had not yet reported on them. It 
had also, he said, been found impracticable to obtain the 
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attendance of another witness, Mr. Bangs, for whom a 
writ of attachment had been obtained, as would be 
explained by the officer. 


Officer Vauies reported—The writ for Mr. Bangs was 
placed in my hands. I went to Syracuse, and thence to 
Mr. Bangs’ house and place of business, a little way from 
the city, but could not find him. His wife told me he 
had gone to Ogdensburgh, in relation to some cement he 
was to receive there. 


Wits A. Rice [returning to the witness stand]—I’d 
like to make a further explanation. 


Mr. Corx—Certainly, sir. If the Committee have no 
objection. 


Mr. Rice [resnming]—As there has been nothing said 
about the amount of money paid to me, I think it’s as well 
that it should be said how much it was, so that it shouldn’t 
be sapposed to run up to hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. 


Q. (By Mr. Cote)— Actually then, Mr. Rice, how much 
did you get? 

A. $1,500 at the different times. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowme)—That was a portion of 
the $8,000 Mr. Harris received for that fund. wasn’t it. 

A. I don’t know where it came from. 

Q. Mr. Harris swore that there were about $8,000 
received and spent by you and the other commissioners— 
now wasn’t it part of that? 

A. I don’t know. 
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Q. (By Mr. Corz)—How was it spent? 

A. 1 can’t say now—I was somewhat in politics at the 
time, and there was a good deal spent that way. 

Q. Spent in politics ? 

A. There was some spent in trying to elect members 
of the Legislature who would be favorable to giving us 
appropriations. 


Chairman Lewis announced the Committee adjourned 
to November 12, at 11 o’clock, a. m. 


TWENTIETH DAY. 


Monpay, November 12, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
a Cowrna,' 
« SLevin 


Mr. Coz remarked, that Mr. E. R. Seward {had been 
served with a subpoena to be present this morning at 11 
o'clock. The officer, it appeared, had served Mr. Seward, 
but that gentleman had gone to Albany and possibly had 


been detained there, so as tv prevent him from being 
present. . 
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Henry F. Tamror was then re-called, and examined by 
Mr. Cole, as follows: 


Q. Mr. Taintor, I have been furnished by the Finance 
Department with a statement of the paymenta which have 
been made to you for your services, so far rendered, in 
working up the statistical evidence in the matter of the 
Ring frauds. It appears that you have received $73,750.54, 
of which sum $7,410 was paid as salaries for your_ 
assistants, etc. Will you be kind enough to state to the 
Committee what services you rendered in the premises? 

A. { assuine that that statement is correct. I saw some- 
thing similar to it published in the newspaper, some time 
since. 

Q. What do. you think about its correctness? 

A. I assuine that it is correct. 1 don’t dispute it. 

Q. Look and examine it, if it appears to you to be cor- 
rect ! 

A. I have no doubt of it. 

Q. State what was the nature of those services for 
which these payments were made ? 

A. I would like to ask the Committee concerning this 
matter. I am unprepared tu answer these questions just 
now. I would like to ask the purpose for which these 
questions are put to me. I can give the Committee, if 
they desire it, a history of the whole thing. There was 
received by me, for instance, $66,000, nearly $10,000 of 
which was paid for clerk hire and expenses; which left 
me abont $10,000 or $11,000 a year, on an average, for 
the six years I was employed. If the Committee desire 
me—that is, if the payments to me are the subject of 
investigation—I prefer, before answering any of these 
questione, to propare myself a little as to the details, so as 
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to be able to specify what labors have been performed, 
and what the result of those labore have been. I think 
that is but fair and proper. 

Q. $10,000 or $11,000 a year? 

A. Yes, sir; 1 don’t think it averaged more. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowimea)—For every year, do you 
mean ? 

A. I don’t think it would amount to more than $10,000 
for every year. 


Mr. Cotz—I think it would be more satisfactory if Mr. 
Taintor would prepare a detailed statement of these mat- 
ters. 


Mr. Taintor—I shonld prefer to do so: but I shall not 
be able to furnish it this month, as I have to go out of 
the city. I want to make a general résume of this whole 
matter, a8 I have noticed some criticisms in the papers, 
with regard to it, of a censorions character; and I think 
it is’ only proper that a full history of it shonld be 
given. 


Q. (By Mr. Cotk)—Are those charges which are de- 
tailed in the schedule all the charges which you have 
against the city for services in the Ring suits ? 

A. They are up to June—no, up to January of thie year 
—with the exception of one, two, three or four suits. I 
have forgotten now ; that is my memory. 

Q. Are there any bills in addition to those ? 

A. There are no other unpaid bills. 

Q. Except some three or four of which you speak 1 

A. No, sir. : 

Q. What are they t 
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A. They are the suits against Connolly, Walsh, and 
Tucker, and I don’t think I have ever put in any charges 
for my services in the case against Coman. They did not 
amonnt to anything. 

Q. You still have in your possession a number of war- 
rants and vouchers of the City of New York? 

A. I have in my custody vouchers and warrants in con- 
nection with the Ring frauds, which embrace $30,000,000, 
and which I have analyzed. 

Q. They are in your possession # 
A. Yes, sir; they are in the safe belonging to the city. 
They are nominally in ny custody. 
 Q. By order of the Comptroller ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. You have made elaborate analyses and tabulations . 
of ail these Ring matters? 

A. I have, to qnite an extent. 

Q. Are they in your custody, too? 

A, They are, sir. 

Q. Do you regard them as having been paid for by 
these payments which have been made to you, or not? 

A. I have regarded them as paid for, up to the extent 
that there have been trials against the city. 

Q. Whose property do you think they are? 

A. They are partly the property of the city, and partly 
my property. 

Q. Do you have exclusive control of them? 

A. I have. 

Q. Suppose that the Comptroller should desire to de- 
fend these suits, or others, would he have access to those 
papers 

A. Most certainly he wonld. They could be examined 
by him or by the Finance Department, or any of the 
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officers or heads of the departments of the city govern- 
ment. I have been ready and willing to furnish any in- 
formation, at all times where it could be effective ; but 
there is a large number of papers, and it is necessary to 
preserve them, in the present condition of some of the 
suits in which they may be used. 

Q. But they are at all times accessible to the officers of 
the city for their inspection ? 

A. Yes, sir, by permission. 

Q. And by the Law and Finance Departments? 

_A. Yes, they are under the control of the Finance 
Department. 

Q. And you regard them 

A. I have answered the question. 

Q. What question ? 

A. The question you are about to ask me. 

Q. How do you know what question I was about to ask 
you? 

A. I divined it. 

Mr. Cotye—We!!] that is curious; but it renders further 
‘questioning on that point superfluous. Do you consider 
yourself now in the employ of the Finance Department? 

A. 1am in the employment of the Finance Department 
of the city, but I receive no salary. My compensation 
is regulated according to the services rendered in each 
auit. That is the basis of my arrangement with the 
Finance Department. 

Q. And that arrangement continues under the present 
Finance Department? 

A. Yes, sir. 


The Committee thereupon adjourned until 2 o’clock on 
Saturday next, November 17, And subseqnently ad- 


journed until 11 o’clock on the Monday followi 
ber 19, 1877. 7 ng, Novem- 
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In consequence of the Chambers being odcupied on 
Monday, 19th inst., by a Committee of the Board of 
Aldermen to canvass the late Election Returns, the inves- 
tigation was further postponed until Wednesday, the 21st 
inst. 


TWENTY-FIRST DAY. 


ad 


WepyrspAy, November 21, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewss. 
oe Cowl1na. 


AnprEew J. Garvey, having been called to the stand, 
testified as follows : 


QY. (By Mr. Cotx)—What is your name ? 

A. Andrew J. Garvey. 

Y. Where do you reside? 

A. I reside at No. 7 East Forty-seventh street. 

Q. What is your business ? 

A. I was a plasterer and decorator of buildings, and in 
the general building line when I was in business, 

Q. Are you in business now ? 

A. No; I have not been for several years. 

Q. Did you perform any services or furnish any ma- 
terials for any of the public buildings of the city and 
connty of New York from 1867 to 18711 
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A. I did a very large quantity of work in those years. 

Q. Were you ever a party to an arrangement with any 
of the officials of the city and county of New York, the 
result of which was that you received moneys which you 
did not earn in your business ? 

A. Ihave not myself received money which I did not 
earn, but there was money received which was not legit- 
imately earned in that way. I cannot state the amount to 
you. 

Q. With whom did yon have the first arrangement of 
this nature ? 

A. It was in the spring of 1873, when I had some con- 
versation with a committee of the Board of Snper 
visors. 

[At this stage of the proceedings Mesers. Woodward 
and Ingersoll entered the chamber and were sworn as 
witnesses, and tuld to be in attendance to-morrow morn- 
ing at 11 o’clock.]} 

Q. When and with whom did you make this corrupt 
arrangement ? 

A. In the spring of 1867 I received an order from a 
committee of the Board of Supervisors to tinish the new 
County Court-house and to furnish the materials needed for 
the work. Soon afterward I had an interview with Mr. 
Tweed on the subject, and arrangements were made with 
him that he was to receive 15 per cent. of what I got on 
my contract. Soon after that I saw Henry Smith, and he 
said, “That is all right” That15 per cent. was for the 
Supervisors. 

Q. Under that arrangement with Tweed what was 
done ? ‘ 

A. For the next few months there was 15 per cent. 
added to the bills, and the work was pushed along until 
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Jannary, 1868, when the payment of the percentages 
drifted out of my hands into E. L. Woodward’s, who, 
with Watson, appeared to have control of all matters con- 
nected with bills against the county. At that time the 
percentages was 15 per cent., but they gradually raised it 
from 15 to 40, 45, 55, and, finally, in 1867 or 1870, it was 
raised to 65 per cent. I continued to work along all those 
years—working with a large force of men upon the armo- 
ries and drill-rooms as well as on the new County Court- 
house and the various public buildings of the city when- 
ever an order was given. 

Q. In the first instance you paid that percentage to 
Tweed in person—how long did that continue? 

A. Only for a short time. 

Q. And afterwards to whom ? 

A. To Woodward, with the understanding that it should 
be divided. Woodward told me that there were five 
people interested in those percentages. 

. Who were they? 

. Of my own knowledge I don’t kuow. 

. Who did he tell you ? 

. Connolly, Sweeney, Tweed, Hugh Smith and Hall. 
. What Sweeney ? 

. I cannot tell, but I presumed at the time that it was 
Peter B. 

Q. What did he tell you ? 

A. I could not tell you, Mr. Cole, which of the two it 
was meant for, if I was crucified. Henry Smith also in- 
timated that Oakey Hall had something to do with it. 

Q. Is that the five? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They were Tweed, Connolly, Sweeney, Smith and 
Hall? 
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A. That is my recollection. 

Q. Did he tell you how and in’ what proportion the 
percentages were paid to each one of these five ? 

A. No, not at that interview; but I had subsequent 
conversations with him. I think, in 1870, the proportions 
were, as he tqld me, 20 per cent. to Connolly, 5 per cent. 
to Watson, the same to Sweeney, 5 per cent. to himself, 
and 25 to Tweed. 

Q. And that arrangement lasted how long? 

A. It lasted al} through 1870. 

Q. And from 1867 through 1570 you paid those com- 
missions to ‘Woodward f 

A. No, from Jannary, 1868, unti] the summer of 1870. 

Q. When you paid to Wvodward how did you doit? 

A. AsI told you, Watson and myself had full control. 
I usually accompanied him to the Board of Supervisors. 
He always asked ine for the check of 65 percent. Ihave 
all the checks still in my possession. He had all the 
percentages made up. After that, he went to the Bank 
to deposit the checks. Woodward then left in the morn- 
ing. He was frequently pressed for time to catch the 
afternoon train. 

Q. Now, Mr. Garvey, the total amount deposited by you 
in the Broadway Bank during that time you have sworn 
in the affidavit which is before me to be $1,177,413.72. 
Of that amount there was retained by you $397,798.53, 
and you have estimated the work actually done by you 
and the materials furnished at $264,660. Now, there isa 
difference between the amount which you say you actually 
retained, of $133.138.58—how do you explain that ? 

A. I can explain that. 

Q. How do you explain that discrepancy ? 

A. In the spring of 1870 there was a contest in Albany 
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about the charter, and, as far as I cau understand, at that 
time nearly everybody, as Mr. Tweed has testified, who 
did any business for the city, was called upon to contrib- 
ute to this fund—I, in common with the rest. I subscribed 
$60,000. The work for which we required to be reim- 
bursed was actually done, and the wages for the men 
were due and earned. There was some work done alsv 
for Walter Roach, and some work for Tweed, Connolly, 
and others ; and the amount necessary to pay that outlay 
would more than offset the difference between the amount 
at which I estimated the value of the work done by me 
and the amount 1 retained. Woodward and Ingersoll 
asked me the amount it probably would require tv liqui- 
date the bills for the work done, outside of the city work, 
and I nade a memorandum of it in accordance with the 
figures I have given. I received $397,798.53. They told 
me that the bills must be so arranged that 25 per cent. 
would have to be added, so as to make me entirely square. 
I had two or three interviews with James Watson, in 
which I complained of the increased charges, but he said 
to me that I must do what Watson and Ingersoll told me. 
I spoke to Woodward again, saying how inuch better it 
‘would be if we could get along smoother than we had 
done in regard to those bills. 

Y. 1n point of fact the warrants paid to you by the city 
amounted to $1.177,413.72? 

A. Yes, sir; I have the checks, 

Q. And yuu did work for the city, according to your 
own estimate, amounting to $264,660; now, the balauce all 
represented in one way or another a corruption fund? 

A. Ungnestionably it did. 

Q. All of it was paid out tv Woodward to be distributed 
to members of the “ Ring,” except $264,000 ? 


552 


A. Thad no way to get it back again but that. That is 
true. 

Q. Did thie include the work which you did for indi- 
vidual members of the “ Ring ” on iheir private property ? 

A. It included some work done for Roach, Woodward, 
Tweed, and money advanced which had to be got 
back. 

Q. You did some work for Connolly on his residence 
at the corner of 180th street and Fifth avenue for which 
warrants were issued to the amount of $248,406, of which 
you received $119,972 ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Tell us what work you did on Connolly’s house at 
that time on which you charged $248,406 ¢ 

A. It was a large, handsome, double house, of 40 or 
50feet frontage, with an extension and a handsome coach- 
house in the rear. [ had to leave the city before it was 
completed. 

Q. What was the value of all the work you did on that 
house at. the then current prices—what would be the fair 
value of the work done on that house at the then 
prices ? 

A. Between $50,000 and $60,000. 

Q. Then the difference between $50,000 and $60,000 
and $248,406 was the amount of thesteal in that affair? 

A. That was the condition of the affair. 

Q. The warrants were issued to you? ‘ 

A. I received from Ingersoll] $119,772. 

Q. Now, the difference between the real value of the 
work done and the $119,090 went into your pocket ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now what do you know in you own mind that con- 
nected Peter B. Sweeney with those Ring frauds? 
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A. From occasional remarks made by people here in 
those days— Watson, Woodward and others—my impres- 
sion was that he was concerned with those matters. 

Q. What did yu hear? 

A. I was told that Peter B. Sweeney was concerned in 
them —he was so reported among others. 


QY. Do you recollect any conversation with any mem- 
bers of the Ring, or their go-betweens, which made you 
come to the conclusion that Peter B. Sweeney was the 
man ? ; 

A. [ remember once having a conversation with Tweed 
on the Fifth avenne—there was some work that -was hon- 
estly done and had not been paid for. He told me to go 
and see Sweeney, and to tell him to pay that bill or to 
sanction its payment—to tell Sweeney that that bill should 
be paid as quickly as possible. 

Q. What did you do? 

A. Connolly, also, told me the same thing substantially, 
but I was requested not to tell Sweeney that he sent me. 
1 went to his house and sent in my card. His brother 
came and saw me, when I told him that there was about 
$30,000 standing unpaid. Ile said, “ Go down town to- 
morrow and I will see that you have an interview with 
Peter.” James got me the interview, when Peter B. told 
me: “ You ought not to be short of money, you have re- 
ceived a great deal of money.” “Yes,” said I, “but I 
have had to pay a great deal out.” ‘“ Well,” says he, “TI 
will see about it.” Svon afterwards the bill was paid. 

Q. Do you think of anything else? 

A. I think there was another bill of the same character 
in the succeeding spring. It was held back and I went 
to Mayor Hall about it. Mr. Hall said he would have to 


554 


take that bill to Albany, and ask Peter B. Sweeney about 
it. 

Q. You mean Oakey Hall ? 

A. Yes, sir; there was some hitch about that bill—at 
any rate after sume delay that also was paid. Hall 
seemed to be dissatisfied about something. 

Q. What did you understand that Hall was dissatisfied 
about? 

A. That he had not got any percentage on it—that 
was the remark as near as I can recollect it. 

Q. Subsequently you say that that bill was also paid? 

A. Yer, sir. 

Q. Who told you about that ? 

A. James EH. Ingersoll told me. 

Q. Did you ever have any direct intercourse with Con- 
nolly ? 

A. I did. 

Q. In reference to those inatters ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Please tell me what passed between you and Con- 
nolly in reference to them ? 

A. At the time [ complained to Watson and Wood- 
ward about increasing the bills, I spoke to Connolly one 
day, and he shook his head and said, “ Garvey, the Legis- 
lature is very expensive—it has cost us $1,000,000.” Le 
said that, if I knew of the immense percentages that 
were paid on those bills I would be surprised. 

Q. What else ? 

A. Substantially it left me under the impression that 
they had no other election than to fix the bills in that 
way. I also recollect a conversation that I had with 
Connolly three days after Watson’s death. Watson’s 
office, in his life time, and Connolly’s were right adjoining, 
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and communicated by a door. After his death they had 
the partition taken down. Connolly called me in and 
asked me to fix up the walls and obliterate all trace of 
the partition, and said: ‘‘ Garvey, 1 have done the best 
day’s work to-day Pve done in my life. I have succeeded 
in getting hold of Watson’s book, giving a list of his pay- 
ments, and I have put it out of the way.” 

@. A list of his payments ? 

A. Yes. IJ retouched the walls and fixed them up at 
his request. 

@. Did you have a conversation with Connolly with 
regard to paying a warrant on one occasion—did he tell 
yon to go and sec Bill King about it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Tell me what that warrant was for ¢ 

A. I remember the circumstance well. 

Q. Woll? 

A, That warrant was to pay for a variety of work 
done on various public works throughout the city. There 
was a charge in reference to the Croton Aquednet. I 
took the warrant to King and out of it I only received 
25 per cent. I met Mr. King that afternoon, and he told 
me that he had just been over to see Connolly, and had 
.paid him. He said that the old fellow laughed all over 
his face when he got the money. Those are his very 
words. 

Q. You say that a portion of the work done and mate- 
rials farnished which you charged against the city were 
actually done and furnished for members of the “ Ring” 
on their private houses ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have already spoken of one bill of $245,000— 
do you remember any other bills of that sort 4 
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A. I don’t remember any individual’s bills, but I remem- 
ber doing work for public officials in those days. 

Q. Tell me the public ofticials for whom you did work 
which you charged the city for—tell me the names of the 
men ? 

A, Must I tell you their names? 

Q. I want to know specifically what public officials you 
did work for or furnished materials for which you charged 
the city government and received money from the city 
government, instead of receiving it from the persons for 
whom you did the work—as near as you can remember? 

A. It will be almost impossible to tell you definitely ? 

Q. You must try to name them ? 

A. I did some work for Henry Smith at Amsterdam in 
this State. I did some work also for Judge Barnard of 
the Supreme Court. 

Q. You sent no bill to Judge Barnard, and you got no 
money from him? 

. No, sir; I frescoed his house in this city. 

. What else ? 

I did some work for Woodward. 

. When and where? 

. At his place in Connecticut. 

How much work did you do for him! 

From first to last, about $20,000. 

. How much for George Barnard ? 

. About $1,000. 

How much for Hugh Smith ? 

. Probably all told, under three thousand dollars. 

. Who else? 

. I did some work in 1870 and 1871, when I was paid 
a large amount of money for work, for Tweed ; but I did 
some work that I was not paid for. 
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@. How mnch did you do for him for which the city 
paid you? 

A, It would not be possible for me to tell you now. 

@. About how much work of this kind did you do 
altogether ? 

A. I think when the whole would be footed up, it would 
amount to about $200,000. 

Q. Can’t you separate Tweed’s figures from those of the 
three other persons—how much did you do for him that 
he did not pay you for, as far as you now can remember? 

A. I can’t do so— I can’t remember. 

Q. Give me an idea about it—the best idea you can? 

A. The prices charged were very high in those days; 
I suppose it might be $90,000, or more than that. 

Q. 1 want you to give me your best information? 

A. I can’t tell you more definitely—it is so many years 


ago. 

Q. Who else did you do work for ? 

A. 1 did a great deal of work fur R. B. Connolly. 

Q. Can’t you give me an idea of how much ? 

A. About $38,000 or $40,000. I did some work in 
Park avenue for him; I built an addition to his stable, 
and on tliree houses of his children in Brooklyn. 

Q. Give me the names of those children ? 

A. Mrs. Hutchings, Mra Fithian, and his son J. Town- 
send Connolly. 

Q. What was the amount you did on those three huuses 4 

A. I think the aggregate was something under $40,000 
at the prices in those days. 

@. Can you separate what you did for him and what 
you did for his daughter and son-in-law ¢ 

A. I cannot. 

Q. What did you do for the houses in Brooklyn ¢ 
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A. It was comparatively trifling. 

Q. What did you do? 

A. Some superticial repairing, kaleomining, ete. 

Q. Who employed you to do that work # 

A. On Mrs, Hutchings’ house in Thirty-eighth street I 
did work which Mrs. Hutchings said that her father 
would pay for. I also did work on that oceupied by 
Mrs. Fithian, and about a few hundred dollars’ worth on 
the honse oceupied by his son, J. Townsend Connolly. 

Q. Is that all you can think of? 

A. I fitted np the honse in West Thirty-eighth street, 
between Fifth and Sixth avenues. 

Q. From whom did you get your orders ? 

A. From Mrs. Hutchings. The house belonged to 
Connolly, but Mrs. Hutchings resided there. It was done 
by her father’s orders. 

Q. Who made the bargain with you ? 

A. I received my orders from Mrs. Hutchings. 

@. And you charged the city for the work ? 

A. No; I made out the bill to R. B. Connolly when the 
work was done, and James Watson gave me acheck for the 
amount on the Central Bank with a request that I would 
get it cashed and bring back the money to him for Con- 
nolly. I didso and put the money in an envelope and 
gave it to Woodward with the bill receipted. 

Q. That was the only payment you ever got for that 
work? 

A. There was no other way to get my bills through. 

Q. Who else, Mr. Garvey, did you do work for under 
those conditions? 

A. If I don’t answer what will you do with me? Well, 
I did some work for John Fox. 

Q. Tell us all about it? 
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A. 1 did some work for him in Long Island which 
amounted to some hundreds of dollars. 

'Q. How many? 

A Not more than $1,000. I did some work, also, on 
his honse in Morris street, and one or two other little 
thinge. 

Q. In the aggregate, what did it all amount to? 

A. IJ do not exactly know—it will be a little over $3,000 
and under $4,000, perhaps. 

Q. Was that also absorbed by your bills? 

A. I got square about it, out of the profits of my bus- 
iness, ufter some little time. 

Q. Who else did you do work for under these condi- 
tions—I want to know the name of every man? 

A, I don’t recollect now very well, I would have thought 
over the matter if I had known that I was to be questioned 
on these points. If you suggest the names yourself, it 
might help me. 

Q. I don’t know anything in the world about it—I am 
trying to get my information from you—I want you to 
tell me the names of every man you did work for which 
you charged the city ? 

A. I have given you thei all pretty nearly—Hugh 
Smith, George Barnard, Woodward, loach, Tweed, 
Connolly and family, John Fox, and some other little 
things. I don’t think there was anything of great conse- 
quence except those. 

Q. Tell me the things that were of little consequence ? 

A. I cannot think of anything just now. 

Q. Do you think that yon have enumerated the names 
of all you did work for under those conditions ? 

A. I did a little job for Andrew Blakely—it was a 
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small job, and I believe that he would have paid for it 
if I had asked him. 

Q. Where was it # 

A. It was a little job on the Boulevard. I never took 
any account of it. 

Q. What was the job! 

A. It was torun cornices in a few rooms. 

Q. How much did it amount to? 

A. Not more than three hundred dollars at the outside. 

Q. Did he employ you to do that work ? 

A. I don’t think he did; never kept any account of it. 

Q. Did you get square on this also ? 

A. I think that job was done gratuitously. Blakely 
did not ask me to do the work; it was more a matter of 
friendship than anything else. 

Q. Was it understood when you did the work that it 
was a matter of friendship? 

A. I think he thought so. I think he would have paid 
for it in a moment if I had asked him. 

Q. What else do you know? - 

A. Ido not think of anything else. 

, Q. Do you think you have stated allt 

A. I think I have to the best uf my recollection. 

Q. If you can think of any one else in addition to 
those you have named I shall ask you at a subsequent 
stage to state it ? 


A. I shall do so with pleasure, but I can’t think of any 
other name just. now. 

Q. Were there any other members of the Board of 
Supervisors at that time, that you did any work for ? 

A. No; I don’t think that there was. 

Y. What real estate did you have in 1871, Mr. Garvey? 

A. I had some lots in Thirteenth street, a smal] seat 
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I think, and a stable, and the house I live in; some lots 
in Madison uvenue, and a house in Fiftieth street, and 
some lots on the Boulevard which have become almost 
valneless in consequence of the depreciation of property. 

Q. Does all that property stand in your name? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When did yon dispose of it? 

A. Abont the time of the Ring exposures I was advised 
to go away by Roach, Smith and others, and I transferred 
it to my brother. Hetransferred it to my wife after 
wards. 

Q. You say about the time that the Ring frauds were. 
brought prominently before the public, you were advised 
to go away? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long did you stay away? 

A. Only a few weeks. 

Q. State under what conditions vou returned. 

A. I came back quietly. Some of my friends had an 
interview with Mr. Charles O’Conor, during my absence, 
and made an arrangement with him, in pursuance of which 
I returned and saw him. He said that if I would come 
forward and state all things honestly and truthfully, of 
which they were to be the judges, no harm would come 
to me in any shape or form. 

Q. Did you understand that to mean that the amount 
you had overcharged would not be required of yon—did 
you understand that the arrangement with him covered 
that ? 

A. I presumed that it covered everything. 

Q. Did that arrangement with the city lawyers, or city 
counscl, or those who represented the city—did you un- 
derstand that it gave you an immunity in that matter? 
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A. I presume that it was to cover me against all pro- 
ceedings—to protect me. I had no explanation on that 
point. I never got anything but what I earned. 

Q. Both financial and criminal proceedings ? 

A. Yes, that was the condition. 

Q. That was a verbal arrangement ? 

A. Yes; that was enough. I would as soon have Mr. 
O’Conor’s word as his bond. 

Q. Undoubtedly, so had I. Well, Iwant you to give 
your understanding abont the matter? 

A. Yes, that is my understanding. 

Q. When were you subpoenaed to testify before this 
Committee ? 

A. I think it was in the latter part of last week. 

Q. Have you conversed with any body in regard to the 
testimony you were to give to-day ? 

A. Nothing but just this—yesterday Wheeler H. Peck- 
ham —— 

Q. I don’t mean with counsel ? 

A. No, not with a living soul. Mr. Peckham wrote 
me a letter on the subject. He tuld me to come forward 
like a man, and tell alll knew. I had no conversation 
with any body elee in the world. I might have spoken 
to my wife, but to no other living being. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—How much money have 
you been instrumental in drawing from the city? 

A. The amount is, I think, $1,177,000. 

@. You have drawn from the city in the regate 
$1,177,000—was that all ? : — 

A. No, there were other warrants to meet. bills in my 
name. 


Q. I want to get at the aggregate amount that you have 
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drawn from the time that you commenced doing business 
for the city—in which there was any fraud 1 

- That would be impossible. 

. Can’t you approximate it? 

. I cannot do so. 

. Was it $5,000,000 1 

. No, sir. 

. Was it $3,000,000 ? 

. No, sir. 

. Was it $2,000,000. 

. Perhaps it might have been $2,000,000. 

Q. How much were you instrumental in drawing from 
the city that was frandulent ? 

A. It would be impossible for me to tell you. 

Q. How much would you think, There was one item 
of $800,009 in the Board of Audit that was paid out in 
percentages ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you think you drew outone and a half millions 
of dollars ? 

A. It amounted to some hundreds of thousands. 

Q. Did it amount to one and a half millions? 

A. Ishould think it did, in the sum total; but during 
all those years there was a great deal of work done, much 
more than people have any idea of. I could not state how 
much of it was actually paid to me and how much went 
to members of the Ring. I was used to pull the chestnuts 
out of the fire? 

Q. How many chestnats, expreased in dollars and cents, 
did you draw out? 

A. About a million and a half. 

Q. Did you do any work for individuals not connected 
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with the City Government from whom you received your 
pay throngh the city f ) 

A. No, sir; I never did. If I did, I would tell the 
Committee. 

(By Mr. Corz)—I would be glad if you will refresh 
your memory as to any persons, official or otherwise, for 
whom you did work for which the city ultimately 
paid ? 

A. Iean’t tell you now. I don’t recollectof any body. 
I think I have a fair memory and I can’t think of any 
body. Alderman Cowing has already asked me about 
those bills. There was a great deal of work done for the 
city. Mr. Tweed has frequently told metotry to have 
the work well done. He was the only person who ever 
took any interest in the matter. 

Q. Besides those dividends or commissions, or whatever 
you call them, that you paid to members of the “Ring” 
and others, did you make any presents to officials or 
others, to control patronage during those years? 

A. I subscribed for presents to various officials, but it 
was voluntary. We had the patronage already ; bnt it 
was the fashion to make presents at that time, and I did so 
with the others. 

Q. To control patronage ? 

A. No, it was the fashion to do so. Everybody was 
doing it. So I made presents with the others; but 
whether I did or not, it made no difference as to the pat- 
ronage, I think. 

Q. To whom were they given ? 

A. There were subscriptions got up for silver sets to 
various persons; besides which, we had to pay into the 
fund to be used at Albavy to influence legislation. 
Ingersoll] subscribed $50,000 ; Keyser and Miller $25,000 
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each ; and, as Mr. Tweed says, everybody that did busi- 
ness pone there had to subscribe, and they got it back 
in the same way that I got mine back. 

Q. That was to control the passage by the Teele: 
ture of the Tax Levy and the Charter ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And Connolly told you that the grand total 
amounted to $1,000,000? 

A. Yes, sir; that is what he told me I was told to 
get ® messenger to carry $100,000 up there, and, as 
Tweed has testified, I give it to my brother to do so. 


The investigation was then adjourned until 11 o’clock 
the next day, the 22d inst. 


TWENTY-SECOND DAY. 


Taurspay, November 22, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lrwis. 
es Cowra. 
& SLEvIN. 


Mr. Lewis, the Chairman, called the Committee to 
order, when the following testimony was given : 


James H. Incrrsor. was then called to the stand, and in- 
terrogated, as follows: 


By Mr. Coz: 
Q. State your full name, age, and residence ? 
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-A. James H. Ingersoll, 21 years of age, residence at 
No. 21 East Seventy-third street. 

Q. What is your occupation ? 

A. Nothing st present. 

Q. What was your occupation in the year 1867 ? 

A. I was dealing in furniture and chairs, etc. 


Q. When did yon first begin to farnish furniture and 
other merchandise to the city and county of New York? 

A. In 1867. 

Q. You were a member of what firm in 1867? 

A. Ingersoll, Watson & Co. 


Q. Subsequently, in the year 1867, you withdrew from 
that firm and formed another copartnership ? 

A. Ingersoll & Co. 

Q. State under what circumstances you withdrew from 
the firm of Ingersoll, Watson & Co., and entered into busi- 
ness on your own account ? 

A. The old firm did not wish to do any business with 
the city and county on the terms proposed, and I thought 
it wasa good opportunity and I entered intothe arrange- 
ment myself. 

Q. Did the old firm object to do work for the city ? 

A. No; but there was a certain percentage required 
and they objected to do bnsiness inthat way. Sol ere 
the arrangement to doit myself. 


Q. With whom did you make this arrangement ; what 
was the arrangement, and under what circumstance was it 
made? 

A. The first arrangement was made in 1867 by which 
I was to pay 35 per cent. on all bills that I presented. 

Q. With whom was that arrangement made ? 

A. With William M. Tweed and Woodward. 
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_Q. Did William M. Tweed or Woodward approach you 
with that proposition, or did you propose it to them—how 
was that? 

A. I offered to make the arrangement with him. You 
might say that I approached Tweed. 

Q. Tell us how it was ? 

A. I told him that I would like to do the work, and that 
the old concern did not wish to do it; andthe whole mat- 
ter resulted in my getting the work after my agreeing to 
pay 35 per cent. on the bills; but I was sent by him to 
Woodward. 

@. You told him that your firm was not prepared to do 
business in that way ? 

+ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Youstarted the new business under the name of In- 
gersoll & Co. ? 

A. Yes, sir; but there was no company. 

Q. What was the reason of your taking the name of In- 
gersoll & Co.? 

A. I cannot tell exactly, now. 

Q. Was it not part of the arrangement that the new 
firm should take the same name because it sounded so 
much like Ingersoll], Watson & Oo., that you hoped the 
difference in the name would not be noted ? 

A. One reason was, that there were various clerks em- 
ployed, and I did not want them to know about it. 

Q. Did the old firm pay any percentages at all? 

A. No, sir. 

QY. Did they give any thing to the cit: officials for 
getting contracts. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. So that the beginning of your giving commissions 
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or percentages was in consequence of the arrangements 
made between you and Tweed and Woodward ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you manufactare the goods 4 

A. No, I had them manufactured. 

Q. And you added enough to the real bill to pay the 
percentages required by the members of the city govern- 
ment that comprised the Ring? 

A. Yes, sir. . 

Q. How long did that arrangement to add the 35 per 
cent. continue ? 

A. I cannot give the dates, but I know it continued for 
some time. 

Q. It began about January, 1868—did it not? 

A. Yes, sir; the first payments came in then. 

Q. And it went on through the years 1868, 1869, 1870, 
and on down to the latter part of July, 1871, according to 
this schedule that you have certified as correct ? 

A. Yes, sir, I presume that is so. 

Q. How long did the 85 per cent. continue? 

A. I cannot tell from memory. 

Q. Look at that schedule and see how long that 35 per 
cent. lasted ? 

A. (After looking at the paper). Say the 15th of 
September, 1868. 

Q. And then was there another arrangement ? 

A. There was; but the 35 per cent. lasted longer on 
what were called the regular appropriations, but in Sep- 
tember, 1868, there were claims paid which were put a 
under the head of “adjusted claims.” 
these was 55 per cent. 

Q. With whom was that new arrangement made? 

A. I think it was made with Watson. 


The discount on 
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. Whom did Watson represent ? 
. He represented Connolly and himself. 


. How long did that 55 per cent. last ? 

. That was paid on all that class of claims. 
. Down to the end? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Have you any idea what you actually did, in good 
faith, furnish to the city and county government during 
those years—I mean the amount of work and material in 
dollars and cents, and at market rates f 
I don’t know. 

. Give us your best judgment on that point ? 

. I think I paid out a million dollars for goods. 

. Which were delivered to the city and county ? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Exclusive of what you charged to individuals t 

. I did not do much in that kind of business. 

. Do you think that you actually furnished to the city 
and county authorities goode of the proper value of a mil- 
lion do}lars ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During all those years? 

A. Yes, sir; I have no doubt, but I could get bills of 
goods that I have paid for to that amount. 

Q. When you purchased goods, did yon purchase them 
to the best advantage ? 

A. Yes, sir; and bought them where I could buy them 
best and cheapest. 

Q. How much money did you receive in the city! One 
schedule shows the amount of the bills to be $3,549.329.18 ; 
but that does not, by any means, include all. Certain 
payments were made to you under certain fictitious names, 
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besides those which were made under your own name, 
were there not ? : 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What names were they? 

A. They were vouchers under the names of A. Gregg 
& Co.; C. D. Boller & Co.; A. G. Miller ; Halsey & Co. 
I think that is all. 

Q. Wherever those names occur in the schedules, and 
payments are charged against them, they really meant 
you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Take those schedules and foot up all the amounts 
that have been paid to you, and to the fictitions names 
who represented you—and give me the sum total ? 

A. That will take some time todo. Mr. Taintor has 
had that already figured up. 

Q. With whom did yon make the second arrangement 
for the fifty-five per cent ? 

A. That was made with Mr. Watson, I think. 

Q. And he represented himself and Connolly ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who else of the city officials or members of what 
we call “The Ring,” did you have any communication 
with, with regard to those matters—any direct commauni- 
cation? Do you connect Connolly with them ? 

A. Yes, sir, and you might add Woodward. 

Q. Tell me all you know about that ? 

A. I had no direct communication with Connolly until 
1871, after Mr. Watson's death. I then had transactions 
with him myself. 

Q. Tell us all about your connection with Connolly— 


in the first place what part of the percentages did he 
receive / 
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A. I think I paid to him 10 per cent.—the 20 per cent. 
shown that he received, I never paid him. That was 
before Watson’s death. The bills I paid myself were 
10 per cent. 

Q. And yon were in the habit of paying him ten per 
cent. on the warrants yourself ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. And that was during what part of the time? 

A. During the year 1871. 

Q. Prior to that how did he get his percentage ? 

A. Through Watson. 

Q. Among whom were these percentages divided ? 

A. At first it was between Tweed and Connolly ; but 
afterwards it was Tweed, Connolly, Woodward, and 
Watson—when it came to the Board of Audit in 1870. 

Q. That was the arrangement under the Board of 
Supervisors of which you have been speaking ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When it came to the Board of Audit how was it? 

A. There was an extra 10 per cent. paid to Watson, 
which went to Sweeney. 

Q. Which Sweeney ? 

A. It was paid to James M. Sweeney. 

Q. Always? 

A. I once took a package in the Chamberlain’s Office, 
and Peter B. Sweeney was sitting at a table writing. I 
laid the package down, and told him that that was from 
Watson, and went off. 

Q. Was that his dividend ? 

A. That was 10 per cent. on some warrants. 

Q. Was there a memorandum in it? 

A. Yes, sir; there was always a memorandum put in 
the envelope with the money. 
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Q. What was the nature of the memorandum ¢ 

A. lt was a statement of the amounts of the warrants, 
and who they were drawn to. The money was counted 
out, put into an envelope, and a memorandum with it. 


Q. That was ore time you saw Peter B. Sweeney—do 
you recollect any other time when you went into that 
office? 

A. That was the only time. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—Did you tell him that that 
was for Peter B. Sweeney ? 

A. | left it on the table. 

Q. Did you tell him that Watson had sent itto him? 

A. No; I did not say that. 

Q. You did not tell him that it was for James M. 
Sweeney? — 

A. No; I went in there as an accommodation to Wat- 
son. 

Q. And you handed the package to hin ? 

A. No; I took it to the Chamberlain’s office and laid 
it on thetable. I walked in and said that Watson had 
sent me in with that. 

Y. What did Sweeney say? 

A. I do not think he aaid anything. 

Q. Did he take it up ? 

A. I cannot remember whether he did or not. 


Q. Did he ask you any qnestion as to who it was for ? 

A. No; he did not say anything that 1 could remem- 
ber. 

Q. Was there any memorandum on the package to in- 
dicate that it was for him ? 


A. No; when these packages were made up ther was 
the letter “‘S ” written on them. ‘ 
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Q. Was there anything on the package to indicate that 
it was for anybody elee? 

A. No; what was in the package—if the proper party 
got it—he would understand all about it. 

Q. Would anybody elee understand it ? 

A. No, I think not; but I remember the next day 
after delivering the package Watson asked me to whom | 
I gave it, and said, “ You will get us all into trouble; you 
should not have given the money tothe Squire (which was 
the name we gave Peter B. Sweeney), you should have 
given it to James M. Sweeney.” I replied that, ‘1 thought 
it was the same thing ;” bat Watson retorted, “ You have 
no business to think.” 

Q. Did Peter B. Sweeney make any remark at all? 

A. I don’t think he did make any remark; he might 
have said “all right,” or something like that. 

Q. State, as near as you can, what yon told him—give 
us your best recollection of what you said ? 

A. I cau tell you nothing more than I have already— 
that Watson had sent me with this, or that this was from 
Watson. 

Q. And you handed it to him? 

A. No, I think he was writing, and I laid it down on 
the table. 

Q. And went away? 

A. Of course, I went away—went back to the Comp- 
troller’s office. 

Q. Did you ever hand any money at any other time to 
Peter B. Sweeney when James M. Sweeney was present? 

A. No, 1 don’t remember, bntI have been with Watson 
when he has handed money to James M. Sweeney, when 
P. B. Sweeney was at the door. 

Q. Don’t you think you are entirely familar with all 
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that went on in regard to the division of those frandulent 
dividends ? . 

A. I think | am. 

Q. Who do you think got the money—Peter B. Sweeney 
or James M. Sweeney? 

A. From whatI heard from members of the Ring, at 
the time, my impression is that Peter B. got it. 

Q. Did you have any doubt in your mind as to who 
got the higgest part of it? 

A. My impression is that he did, but I don’t want to 
testify to any thing I don’t know. Watson never men- 
tioned Sweeney’s name; he always spoke of the Chamber- 
Jain’s office, in connection with the dividends. 

Q. Did yon understand that the Chamberlain’s office 
meant Peter B. Sweeney ? 

A. Of course. 

Mr. Core here read an extract from an affidavit made 
by Ingersoll some years since, in which he says that “ on 
at least two occasions ” he paid money personally to Peter 
B. Sweeney, and asked witness : ; 

Q. Is that true ? 

A. There were two occasions in which 

Q. Answer my question. I have just read you an 
an extract from your aftidavit—is that true ? 

A. It was trne to the best of my knowledge and helief 
at the time when I made that affidavit—that I had given 
this money to Peter B. Sweeney; I believed that to be 
the fact, but I have since learned that that could not be 
as he had gone to Europe; and that was in the suid ce 
of 1870. Therefore, I could not have made that payment 
tohimthen. The first time, 1 am inclined to think, 
in the early part of June, or in the early part of Pb 
That I distinctly remember; but the second time it aR 
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not have been as I stated in my affidavit, for he had gone 
away. 

Q. What do you mean by saying, “at least on two 
occasions ? ” 

A. That isall that I could swear to. That was the best 
of my knowledge and belief at the time. 

Q. With the exception of that correction you have 
nothing else to correct in that affidavit ? 

A. No, sir. I supposed when 1 made the affidavit that 
the fact was as I have stated; but when I fonnd that he 
was not in the conntry I knew that I must be in error. 

Y. Have you any doubt of this part of the aftidavit 
(reading)—‘ Sometimes the share of Peter B. Sweeney 
was carried into the office by Watson—I going in with 
him and seeing it done? ” 

A. That is true. 

Q. You have no doubt that Peter B. Sweeney got the 
money ? 

A, That is my impression. 

Q. That was your understanding at the time ? 

A. Yes. sir. 

Q. Did you have a talk with Watson, or did Watson 
ever talk to you that the money was for Peter B. Sweeney ? 

A. Watson, in talking about the matter, always used to 
eay, speaking of Sweeney, “ The Chamberlain’s Office.’’ 
That was the common mode of expression. 

Q. Did yon understand that that meant Peter B. 
Sweeney ? 

A, Of course. 

Q. Have you conversed with anybody as to what testi- 
mony you would give on this examination f 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you talk it over with Woodward t 


576 


A. No, sir. 

Q. Or with Sweeney ? 

A. I don’t know him to speak to him. 

Q. Have you conversed with anybody f 

A. I may have talked in a general way with Garvey or 
Woodward, but not about what 1 was going to swear to 
here. 

Q. Was there anything said about Peter B. Sweeney or 
James M. Sweeney # 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have not discussed that with anybody ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have connected Tweed directly with the re- 
ceipt of these fraudulent moneys; as also Connolly —yon 
have told what you know about Peter B. and Jarnes M. 
Sweeney—who else ? 

A. There was Woodward and Watson. 

Q. Anybody else? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did yuu ever hear talk of anybody else ? 

A. No, sir; nobody. 

Q. Just state again, if you please, how the commissions 
as you call them, were divided. There was 65 per ae 
to divide ? 

A. 25 per cent. went to Tweed, and 35 per cent. to the 
claimants, less interest. They got 35 per cent. of the face 
of the bills. Then Watson received 35 per cent., and, I 
think, Woodward got 5 per cent. That makes 100 Ser 
cent. 

Q. What do you understand Watson did with this 835 
per cent. he got ? 

A. 20 per cent. was for Connolly, 10 per cent. for 
Sweeney, and 5 per cent. for himself. 
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Q. You don’t know, or ever heard, that anybody else 
got any of this “swag,” except the men you have 
named ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Have yon ever heard since that anybody else got 
any of it? 

A. Oh, I bave heard lots of talk about that sort of 
thing. 

@. Did yon ever hear that anybody elee yot any ? 

A. No, that was all that Watson ever claimed gut any 
of it. 

Q. Please just give me those figures over again? 

A. 35 per cent. went to the claimant, 25 to Tweed, 35 
to Watson, and 5 per cent. to Woodward. 

Q. And the 35 per cent. to Watson. How wus it sub- 
divided ? 

A, 20 per cent. went to Connolly, 10 to Sweeney, and 
5 to hineelf. 

Q. Did you know any thing about the house that Gar- 
vey built for Connolly ? 

A. Yes, I know about it. 

Q. Tell me what you know about it ? 

A. In my bills that I put in to the Board of Andit I 
paid to Garvey $119,000 for Connolly to build that honse. 

Q. And the amount of the warrants drawn on the ac- 
count was actually $248,000? 

A. The gross amount was such that 35 per cent. would 
cover the $119,000. The total amount of the warrants 
was about $300,000, 1 think. 

Q. Did you know what Garvey did on that house ? 

A. I was never in the house. I paid him over the 
money. That is all I know about it. I was close by the 
house and saw it, but that is all. 
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Q. So that not only was Connolly’s house built st the 
city’s expense, but the bills for doing it were eo raised ss 
to pay all these commissions on the fraudulent bills to the 
other members of Ring—himself included? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He got his house for nothing and 20 per cent. be- 
sides for allowing the city to build it for him ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. All the others got their share knowingly ? 

A, Well, the others did not know anything abont it— 
what the bills were for—none except Watson, Connolly, 
Garvey and myself. 

Q. When did you first begin to do this banking basi- 
ness, to divide these dividends ? 

A. I think in 1870, about the time of the Board of 
Audit. 

Q. Who did it before that ? 

A. Watson did it; or Watson and Woodward together. 

Q. State the way in which this was condncted—when 
a fraudulent bill was put in, I want you to trace it through 
the whole process? 

A. First the frandulent bill was made up; it was then 
handed to Watson, when the warrant was made ready 
and it was taken into the Supervisors’ Chamber, and the 
percentages figured up, as I have testified to. The war- 
rant was then taken to the bank and the money drawn 
upon it. 

Q. What did you do then ? 

A, We put the percentages intu envelopes and gave 
them to the parties for whom they were intended, the 
thirty-five per cent. being taken over to Watson. 

Q. Did you take it over there? 

A. [have done so. 
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Q. Is that the last that you would know of it? 

A. 1 have been in there when he divided it up 
amongst the parties who were to share it—Connolly, 
Tweed and J. M. Sweeney. He had alittle book in which 
he kept Connolly’s account, and entcred it. 

Q. What did he say when yon handed him the money ? 

A. I do not remember exactly. 

Q. Tell me as nearly as you can? 

A. AfterI would give it to him he would count the 
money, and I have helped him todo so. He would count 
it and then hand it to me to count, to see if it was all 
right. 

Q. Is that the last yon would know about itt 

A. Yes, sir. Except that I have been with him in the 
Chamberlain’s office. 

Q. Did yousee him pay it out there ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To which members of the Ring have you actually 
traced it yourself, with your own eye. Did you ever — 
pay any to Connolly ? 

. Yes, sir. 

. You paid it once to P. B. Sweeney # 

. Yes, sir. 

. And a number of times to James M. Sweeney? 
. Yes, sir; or have seen it paid to him. 

. To whom else ? 

. L think I have seen it paid to Connolly. 

You have mentioned him? 

. There was no one else. 

. Those are the only persons that you know of? 
. That is all. 

Q. With regard to the Court-house job, the Commis- 
sioners were appointed under chapter 382 of the Laws of 


BOobOROPOLOE 


5&0 ria 

1870—Coman, Walsh, and yourself—please tell the Com- 
mittee of the inception of any corrupt agreement among 
you four Commissioners, and how it was carried ont 7 

A. I met the Commissioners right after the appoint- 
ment in the Court-house, in the Supervisors’ Chamber. 
There was a good many back bills for work done on the 
Court-house, which I wanted them to pay and they did 
not seem inclined to pay them, they wanted to use the 
money on new work. I intimated to them that they might 
make something out of it—that they might as well pay 
for the old work as the new. They would not consent to 
do so. They wanted to use the money for thenew work. 
The bills were finally paid. I consulted with Watson on 
the subject and he said that we might pay the bills with- 
out the Commissioners certifying to them. “You have,” 
said he, “ all the claimants send in their bills previous to 
the first of December, before the Commissioners come in, 
and I will certify to them.” That was done, and the men 
got their money. ‘After Watson’s death, the Commis- 
sioners certitied the bills and I paid over the money to two 
of the Commissioners. 

Q. Which two? 

A. Walsh and Norton. 

@. As commissions on those matters # 

A. Yes, sir; I figured up the commissions, and told 
them that they could make that amount of money, and I 
gave it to them. 


Q. Did those bills go through the same routine as the 
other bills? 


A. Yes; Connolly got a percentage on them. 
Q. Did the same old set get percentages ? 


A. No; none but Connolly and Watson got 2 
ontside of the Commissioners, got anything, 
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Y. You gave Watson a percentage ? 

A. Yes; I paid Watson 17} per ceut., I think. 

Q. And the other Commissioners, you don’t know any- 
thing about ? 

A, I never had any business with them; I never paid 
Coman anything. 

Q. Do you know whether he ever got any of the com- 
missions ? 

A. Not to my own knowledge. 

Q. What do you know about it? 

A. I never had any acquaintance with Coman. I went 
to Watson, and he said to me, you pay it to me. Coman 
was pretty ugly about the whole business. 

Q. Pay what? 

A. I suppose the money for Coman. 

Q. Pay what? 

A. The 5 per cent. When I saw the Commissioners I 
told them that they could each mnake 5 per cent. out of it. 
I told that to Watson, after I found I could not get them 
to agree, to pass the bills myself. He said, “TI will fix it.” 

Q. You took 5 per cent. yourself, and paid 5 per cent. 
to Watson, and 5 to Norton ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By (Alderman Cowine)— Were these legitimate 
bills, or were the bills increased so as to cover the dis- 
count ? 

A. Some of the bills had been in there for two or three 
years. 

Q. Did you add to them the percentages ? 

A, When they were made ont, it was understood that 
there would be about 35 per cent. discount off them. 

Q. Were those bills that were rendered fair bills f 

A. I guess about one-half of them were fair. 
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Q. And this percentage was taken off from the fair, as 
well as the unfair bills? ‘ 

A. The percentage was taken off all those bills. 

Q. As well those that were fair, as those that were 
unfair? 

A. Yes, mostly—they were made out with reference to 
certain commissions. 

Q. Were they your bills? 

A. No; they were outside bills ; most of them are there 
(pointing to the printed tabulations). 

Q. Can you remember the names of any of the parties 
who presented those bills ? 

A, They are all there—Garvey, Keyser, Miller, Walsh, 
the East Chester Quarry Co., and others.) I don’t remem- 
ber. It is all down in black and white; Allen and Stevens 
also. 

Q. Did these bills represent honest work performed on 
the Court house, and materials furnished ? 

A. That I could not tell. 

Q. You made an arrangement that they should make 
these deductions on them ? 

A. My impression is, that when these bills were made 
out, they were made out to allow of these deductions. 

A ¢. They were fraudulent transactions before you came 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And these bills were fraudulent two years before ? 

i * don’t know anything on that subject. 

. Were the bills increased when i 
Watson’s hands ? pap ols 
A. The old bills were put aside and new ones made 


out. There might be one of the bills perh 
legitimate. nn Sheds Gane a 
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Q. Yon changed thoee bills that were made out at dif- 
ferent times, and added on the percentage that was to be 
deducted ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember the amounts of those bills which 
were fraudulent ? 

A. Do you mean the Conrt-house bills. 

Q. Yes? 

A. I think the appropriation was $600,000, and $100,000 
was paid in those percentages. 

Q. How much of that $400,000 was fraudulent? 

A. I could not tell. 

Y. Approximate to it? 

A. One half of it, probably. 

Q. (By Mr. Coreg, resaming)—Did you ever pay Oom- 
missioner oman any percentage on this $400,(100 

A. No, sir. 

@Q. Did you ever pay a man by the name of Fullerton 
any money ? 

A. Yes; Watson told me to pay money to Fullerton. 

Q. Did you ever pay any money to Fullerton, to be 
given to Coman as commissions on the Conrt-house ? 

A. I don’t understand the question. 

Q. Did you ever pay Fullerton any money to be given 
to Coman as a percentage on the bills for work done on 
the Court-house? 

A. Yes, I gave Fullerton money. 

Q. That is not an answer to my question ? 

A. Yes, J gave him money once, towards the latter 
part of the time. 

Q. When you gave Fullerton money, what was it for? 

A. Because Wateon told me to give it to him. 

Q. Was that all he told you? 
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A. Yes, that wasenough. Heasaid, Give this to Archie 
Fullerton. : 

Q. Did you understand that Archie Fullerton was to 
put it in his own pocket ? 

A, Of course not. 

Q. What did you give it to him for then? 

A. Because Wateon told me to. 

Q. Did you not tell one of the attorneys for the city 
that you gave Fullerton money to be given to Coman ? 

A. That was my impression. 

Q. Didn’t you tell one of the attorneys who represented 
the city that you gave money to Fullerton, to be given by 
Fullerton to Coman? 

A. No; I said to him exactly as I have said to yon, 
word for word. 

Q. Word for word ? 

A. Yes, that I had been told by Watson to pay the 
money to Fullerton. 

Q. For what purpose did you think that you gave the 
money to Fullerton ? 

A. I said to him, there is 5 per cent. 

QY. To be given to whom? 

A. To Coman. That was my impression. 

Q. How did you get that impression 1 

A. Because I had a talk with Watson about it, and he 
said, Give it to me, and I did so. 

Q. What was the talk ? 

A. I said, “ I don’t know this man Coman, he is an ugl 
customer. He will not talk or do anything else »—an@ a 
said, “ Pay the money to me.” 


Q. He said, ‘“‘ Pay Coman’s commission to me "' —j 
that the fact ? 18 not 
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A. Of course it was tho fact, and I gave him the 5 per 
cent. 

: Q.. As I understand, you gave him the 5 per cent. which 
you intended to be Coman’s 5 per cent. ? 

A. That is the way I took it. 

Q. Did yon ever give it to Coman himeelf—did you 
ever tell General Barlow that you gave it once to Coman 
himself ? 

A. No, sir; - I never inade any such statement to him 
or to any other man. 

Q. Did you know, at that time, Hugh Smith ? 

A, Only by sight. 

@. What was his connection with these Ring mat- 
ters? 

A. Hugh Smith ? 

Q. Yes. 

A. 1 do not know that he had any connection with 
him. I did not see it. 

Q. Did you ever know of any money having been paid 
to him ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. By anybody ? 

A. Not that I had any thing to do with. 

Q. Well, did you ever hear of his being connected 
with these “‘ Ring’ matters by any of the members of the 
“Ring,” or their coadjutors ? 

A. No, sir; Ihave given youthe entire names of all those 
where the money went to. 

'@. Did you ever know of members of the “ Ring” 
talking about him as having any connection with these 
matters ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You never heard members of the “ Ring” say that 
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Hugh Smith was supposed to represent Peter B. Sweeney f 

A. No, sir. , 

Q. Did you ever hear anybody say so? 

A. I heard Mr. Taintor say that he had an idea that he 
did—that he was quite positive on the subject. I told 
him that I had never heard it; that I could not see how 
he could come in. That is all the conversation I had 
about it, except with the counsel for the People. 

A. Have you ever made an affidavit in connection with 
this “ Ring Investigation,” or any suits that were about 
to be commenced or had been commenced, in which you 
testified as to what you knew about Peter B. Sweeney’s 
connection with these matters ? 

A. No; you have the only affidavit I ever made in re- 
gard to them. 

Q. Besides the house that was built for Connolly, con- 
cerning which you have testified, do you know of any 
one else having had work done or materials furnished to 
them—any officials or anybody else—that was paid for or 
charged to the city ? 

A. No, except considerable work I did for Tweed. 

Q. What did that amount to? 

A. I suppose altogether it would amount to $100,000, 
and maybe $150,000. 

Q. Who else? 

A. For city officials ? 

Q. Yes, city officials or anybody else ? 

A. I don’t think I did work for anybody else. 

Q. You never furnished anything to anybody else but 
Tweed. 

A. I furnished some things, by his orders, to friends 
of his. 

Q. Who were they? 
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A. They were not people that I knew.' 

Q. Do you remember any of them ? 

A. They were not officials of the city. If they had 
been, I would have remembered their names. 

Q. You don’t know the names of any other officials to 
whom you furnished anything ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You destroyed all your books in the times of 1871? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you come to do that! 

A. It was the time that the Havemeyer suit was threat- 
ened and going to be commenced. I was advised to 
destroy my books and papers so as to put them outof the 
way, a8 I would have had notice served upon me to pro- 
duce them in court. 

Q. Who advised you to do so? 

A. Mr. Tweed. , 

Q. Did he advise you that any other city officials said 
80? 

A. He said that that was Sweeney’s advice; that he 
had counselled with him about it. 

Q. What Sweeney ? 

A. Peter B. Sweeney, of course. 

Q. And you did destroy all your books? 

A. Pretty much all. 

Q. You have examined the tabulated statement made 
by Mr. Taintor, and have testified that it is correct ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I see that Alderman Lewis has made a calculation 
which results as follows: you received on account of the 
county, either in your own name or in those of these 
fictitious persons, $2,767,237.94 and from the city $304,- 
028.49 and the amount which you received from the 
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Special Audit and which passed through the Broadway 
Bank was $3,549,329.18, making an aggregate of about 
$6,500,000. Is it yonr idea, or do you think, that first 
and last you received abont that amount? 

A. Yes, about $6,000,000, I think, as far as my recol- 
lection serves me, passed through my Bank acconnts. 

Q. You say that the work which you actually did for 
the city was fairly worth, for men and materials, how 
much ? 

A. I can trace where I paid out one million of dollars. 
I paid one firm alone, for furniture, desk work, etc., 
$500,000. ; 

Q. Has there ever been a civil suit commenced against 
you? ' 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it tried? 

A. No, sir. 

_ @Q, When was it commenced ? 

A, There was a suit commenced in 1871 which went 
up to the Court of Appeals on a demurrer, and it was 
decided in my favor, and then I think the city com- 
menced a suit at the same time, or they have since. 
There are three or four suits mixed up in some way. 

Q. What was the last thing you knew of having been 
done in a civil suit against you ? 

A. Well, about two years ago, I believe my counsel 
received @ summons, or a notice, or something that the 
suit would be put on the calendar, or something of that 
sort. 

Q. Was there any lis pendens or attachment on your 
property ? 

A. No, sir. 4 

Q. What real estate did you have in 1871. 
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A. I had seven vacant lots in Twenty-third street, be- 
tween the Seventh and Eighth avenues. 1 had a stable 
in Forty-ninth street. I had three lots in Sixty-ninth 
street. I had some lots up in Harlem, in One Hundred 
and Sixteenth or One Hundred and Seventeenth street, 
and on Madison avenue, among the rocks. 

Q. Is that all? 

A. I had soine lots in Morrisania. 

Q. How many? 

A. I don’t know how many. They did net call the 
property lots. It was back of Morrisania. It was not 
called lots. It was abont half an acre. It was not cut 
up into lots. 

Q. Had you any other real estate ? 

A. In 1871? 

Q. Yes, when the Ring exposures came about ? 

A. I think that was all I had then. 

Q. What did you do with the Twenty-third street Any 


. I sold it. 

Q. To whom ? 

A. To Mr. Magraw. 

Q. When did you sell it? 

A. In September. 

Q. What year? 

A. 1871. I sold him the lots and took back a mort- 
gage on thein, and sold that. 

Q. To whom did you sell the mortgage ? 

A. To Henry Weil 

Q. Do you recollect what you got for that property, 
when you sold it to Magraw ? 

A. I think I sold it to him for $13(,000. 

Q. How much was the mortgage for? 
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A. $75,000. That Twenty-third street property in- 
cluded two small houses in Twenty-second street. It was 
all sold together. 

Q. The mortgage was for $75,000 ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much did you realize on selling the Weil 
mortgage. 

A. I think it cost me about 18 per cent to get that 
money. 

Q. You sold it for 18 per cent. off f 

A. Yes, about that—between 174 and 18 per cent. 

Q. With regard to the Forty-ninth street property— 
do you own that now? 

A. No, sir; I believe it belongs to a gentleman by the 
name of Curtis. 

Q. When did you sell that? 

A. In 1871. 

Q. Do you recollect what time it was in 1871 ? 

A. In the fall. 

Q. What did yon realize from it? 

A. $15,000 or $16,000, I think, about what I gave for 
it. Idid not incur any loss on it. 

Q. How about the lots on 69th street, do you own those 
now 

A. No; I sold them to Mr. Pottier, of? Pottier & Sty- 
mus, 

Q. Ilow much did you get for them ? 

A. I got about $70,000. There was a mor on 
them. My impression is that I got $30,000 out of it, clear. 

Q. Clear? 

A. Yes; ‘because I know that I had a note of $10,000 


coming due—to pay which I was obliged to sell the pro 
erty. a 
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Q. When did you sell the property to Pottier? 

A. In the fall of 1871. 

Q. How near can you come to give me the date of it? 

A. I think it was in November. 

QY. Now the property at the corner of Madison avenue 
and 116th street? 

A. [sold it in 1871. 

Q. At what time ? 

A. It was in the fall—I cannot tell. 

Q@. Was ‘itin October? 

A. It might have been—in October or November—it 
might have been as early as September. 

Q. Who did you sell the Madison avenue property to? 

A. That went to a man by the name of Brennan. 

Q. What did you get for it? 

A. It seems to me that I[ got $14,000 or $17,000, over 
and above the mortgages— it was a cheap property. 

Q. And the Morrisania half acre? 

A. The decd for that went to my father, and he sold 
it to somebody who built a house on it afterward. I 
deeded it to my father in the fall of 1871, in September 
or October, I think. Oh, [had a one-third interest in a 
piece of property at the foot of Twenty-sixth street, at 
the East river. I forgot that. I sold it to my father, who 
holds it now, and it stands in his name. 

Q. Were the deeds in all these cases put on record at 
the time in the regular way ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Has there ever been any arrangement made with 
you, by anybody, concerning the civil suits, that they 
should not be prosecuted in consequence of your giving 
testimony, or anything of that sort? 

A. No, sir. 


592 


Q. Did you not formerly own a house on Fifth avenue? 

A. I did, in 1869. I gave it to my wife a few days 
before we were married in that year. That was in 19869, 
in December, a few days before I was married. She after- 
ward sold it. 

Q. Is that all the property—real estate—you owned # 

A. I once owned a lot in Fiftieth street, but it was 
sold at the time of these transactions, and I lost a good 
deal of money on it. I started to build a stable there, 
and I was told it would be a nuisance to the cathedral, 
and so forth, and as I didn’t want to do anything of that 
kind, I turned around and sold it fur what I cuuld get, 
and lost about $20,000 on it. That was in the spring of 
1870. I also owned some property on Fourth avenue, 
between Sixty-seventh and Sixty-eighth streets, and some 
in Lexington avenue, but it was mixed up in some bnild- 
ing transactions, a trade arrangement, and all passed out 
of my hands long before the Ring expuse. I sold it to 
my father’s partner, Mr. W. W. Watson, for what I gave 
for it, with the agreement that if he made anything in 
selling it again I was to have half, and I got some $10,000 
profit on it, I think. I sold it for $90,000, 1 think. I 
know I got one check from him for $50,000. That was 
in September, 1871. 

Q. Now, these other figures that you have given us, are 
they of gross amounts? 

A. Yes; they are all gross figures that I have given 
you. 


Q@. Was there any other property that you held at that 
time ? 


A. No, sir. The property in Forty-second street was 
leasehold. I did not own that. 
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Q. Have you given s list of all the real estate which 
you owned at the time of the “ Ring” exposures? 

A. Yes, sir. I think that is all. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowme)—Did you ever hold any 
other office in the city or county government than that of 
Court-house Commissioner ? 

A. No, sir. 

@. When did yon first commence to have your dis- 
honest dealings with the city and county of New York? 

A. In 1867. 

Q. At the time you were taking out of the treasury the 
65 per cent. by your fraudulent bills, did you have any 
just appreciation of the amount of taxable property in 
the city and county of New York? 

A. Well, I don’t know. 

Q. Did you think that was a fair division between you 
and the taxpayers ? 

A. I don’t know that I thought about that. 

Q. Had you deterinined at all, in your own mind, how 
much you would leave the taxpayers ? 

A. Eh! 

Q. Had you set for yourself any time when you pro- 
posed to leave off taking that 65 per cent. 1 

A. No; I don’t know that | had. 

@Q. And if you hadn’t been interfered with—you and 
your associates—you would have gone right along until 
to-day. taking that 65 per cent. just the same? 

A. Well, there would always have to be a certain 
amount of work done, and I was doing it, and 1 suppose 
would have continued to do it. 

Q. If I understood your testimony aright, you were the 
means of defrauding the city and county of New York 
out of about $5,000,000 ? 
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A. I didn’t get it at all, I only— 

Q. Answer my question, please. Were not you the 
means, directly and indirectly, of defrauding the treasury 
to the amount stated ? 

A. Well, indirectly, yes. 

Q. Have yon ever returned any of that money—any 
part of the great sum so fraudulently obtained 1 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Are you in condition, financially, to return any part 
of it” 

. No, sir. 

. Are you now withont means ? 

. Oh! [ve got some. 

. How much do you consider youraelf worth ? 

. Well, I couldn’t state how much. 

. Approximate it ? 

A good many things I had an idea were worth 
something turned out to be worth nothing. 

Q. Well, allowing for all that, how much do yon etill 
think you are worth ? 

A. If I was sold out to-day I suppose I wouldn’t be 
worth a cent after my debts were paid, but, if Pm le 
alone to manage my affairs, I suppose I can realise 
$100,000. 

Q. Is it your intention to refund any of this money 
the city ¢ 

A. Well, they’ve got a good deal more down to me 
than ever I got; $4,500,000 of that went out in percent- 
ages to other people. 

Q. Did $109,000 go into your pockets ? 

A. Yes, and a good deal more. 

@. And you have no intention of making amends, 0s 
far as you can, for what you have unjustly obtained ? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Are you willing to turn over what you have got to 
the city, to make amends as far as yon can, or at least 
partial reparation for what you have been the means of 
defrauding the treasury of ? 

A. Well, I don’t want to answer that question ; I don’t 
think it’s a question you ought to ask me. 

@. Why, isn’t the question a fair one? 

A. No, | don’t think it is. 

Q. Now, in justice and good morals, what would be un- 
fair in your handing back to the city what you can of 
what you have fraudulently and unjustly obtained from 
the city ? 

A. Well, you put it all on the basis of fraud, and there 
was some of it really earned. 

Q. nt you say it was all obtained by a system of fraud 
in which you assisted. Where is the injustice of your re- 
turning to the city what you have left of the money you 
have confessedly taken fraudulently from the city. That 
is. one object of this investigation, my associates sug- 
gest, to get back for the city all we can of what the citi- 
zens have been defrauded out of ? 

A. I can’t answer that question. 

Q. Why can’t you? Isn’t it a plain one? Don’t 
you understand it? 

A. Is the question whetherI have any intention of re- 
turning the money ? 

Q. Yes. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You don’t intend, then, to make any restitution to 
the city, even if in yonr power, of what you have taken 
by fraud from the city? 

A. Well, I’n mixed up in suits and all that sort of 
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thing now, and I don’t want totalk about it. My counsel 
has charge of it. 

Q. Are you willing to assign to the city what yon are 
worth to-day and let the city assume the responsibility of 
all the suits? 

A. No; I don’t think I am. 

Q. Why not. 

A. Because I don’t wish to. 

Q. If I understand you correctly, yon mentioned that 
you were associated with a large “ Ring’’ connected with 
the Board of Audit. What other ring were you connected 
with during the time that these frauds were being per- 
petrated ? 

A. I was connected with no other “ ring."’ 

Q. Did you get no other money from the city of New 
York except what you got through the Board of Andit 
and the Court-house ? 

A. Ihave already testified to all I know in relation to 
them. 

Q. Do you know of any other frands which were per- 
petrated against the city of New York, which you have 
not already divulged? 


A. No,sir. I think I have told you all I know with 
regard to them. 

Q. Does the testimony you have given comprehend, 
to your knowledge, from beginning to end, all the frauds 
which were perpetrated against the city and county of 
New York ? 


A. There was some money raised to influence matters 
at Albany in 1870, 

@. That was with reference to the charter of that year? 

A. I don’t know whether it was with reference to the 
Charter or not, but the money went to Alban y? 
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@. During the time that you were connected with the 
city government, did you furnish anything to private in- 
dividuals and charge it to the city ? 

A. Nothing more than I have testified to here to-day. 

Q. Do you know of any other facts or circumstances 
that you can give to the Committce which would farnish 
a clue to the discovery of any frauds that have not been 
divulged here by you ? 

A. No, sir; I think I have been pretty well sifted. 

QY. What you have testified to is all that you know? 

A. I don’t think of auything more. ; 

Q. Have you any money in any person’s hands to hold 
in trust for you ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Directly or indirectly ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Tiow much did you consider yourself worth when 
these frauds were discovered ? 

A. Well, I couldn’t tell. 

Q. Approximate to it as nearly as you can ? 

A. Six or seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Q. Was that the most you have beep worth at any time 
since you commenced ‘your fraudulent dealings with the 
city and county of New York in 1867? 

A. Yes, sir; I think so. 

@. And you say that has now dwindled down to 
$100,000 ? 

A. Well, as things are tied up now, they couldn’t be 
made to realize a cent. 

@. Where has your money gone ? 

A. J was interested in one concern that [ lost $300,000 
in. 
Q. What was that ? 
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A. That was the Heath & Smith Manufactaring Com- 
pany; afterward E. H. Heath & Co.—they went intu 
bankruptcy; and I lost $60,000 in Chicago with some 
defunct life insurance company there. 

Q. Where did the remaining $240,000 go to? 

A. I owed the Tenth National Bank a large amount of 
money. 

Q. Is that the amount they are sning for? 

A. No, sir; I paid them. I borrowed on securities, 
and they kept falling and falling until I sold them for 
what I could get. Some of them went for fifty cents on 
the dollar that would have been worth their face if I could 
have kept them. Then I lost a good deal otherwise. 1 
had got money from my father and his partner and paid 
them. I suppose I owed the bank $300,000 or $400,000 
at one time, borrowed on my own paper and securities, 
and I had to pay it all. 

Q. Yon cannot give this Committee any information 
as to the amount of your property ? 

A. I lost $60,000 in Hannibal and St. Jo. I bought 
the stock at 107 and sold it at 60, after carrying it for a 
long time. 

QY. What does your property consist of now ? 

A. Mostly of claims. 

Q. Have you any real estate ? 

I have got one-third interest in a piece of real estate in 
One Hundred and Forty-seventh street. I took it in 
payment of a debt, but it isn’t worth the three or four 
years’ back taxes and the mortgages on it. It isn’t worth 
anything in fact. I wouldn’t give a dollar for it. 

Q. What other real estate have you ? 

A. That is all I know of. 


Q. The rest of your property consists of claims? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have no stocks, bonds, or mortgages of any 
kind ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—What is your present income ? 

A. I have no income. 

Q. How do yon live ? 

A. I live on my father. My wife is able to take care 
of herself. Her folks are abundantly able. 


The Committee here adjourned to Saturday, 24th inst., 
at 11 o’clock a. w. 


— —— 


TWENTY-THIRD DAY. 


Novemser 24, 1877. 
Present— Alderman Lewis, 
gM Cow1ne, 
e Sievin. 


Joux H. Keyser, having taken the stand, was examined 
as follows: 


Q. (By Mr. Covz)—What is your full name ? 
A. John H. Keyser. 
Q. Where do you reside? 
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A. I live at 188 Second avenue. 

Q. What is your business—are you in any now f 

A. Iam in no business now, sir. 

Q. What business were you engaged in from the year 
1867jto 1871 inclusive ? 

A. I was in the foundry, stove, plumbing, house-far- 
nishing and general repairing work. 

Q. What was the firm name? 

A. Keyser & Company. 

Q. Who was the company ? 

A. There was no company legitimately—in a legal 
sense I suppose my brother was interested in the busi- 
ness, that is, he had money in the business. 

Q. Did he have part of the profits ? 

A. He did not. 

Q. Did he bear part of the losses ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How was it? 

A. It was money he loaned to me. 

Q. Why did you call yourself Keyser & Co ? 

A. It was the firm name for 80 years, aud when my 
brother went out of the business, I continued to claim the 
name. 

@. When did your brother go out? 

A. In 1862. 


Q. He left his capital or part of it in the business atill? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Were yon in the habit of furnishing articles to the 
city government, then ? 

A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Q. What articles? 


A. Castings, plambing-work, stoves, roofing, 


flagging, etc. oe 
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Y. You made out your bills sometimes in the name of | 
John IT. Kevser, aud sometimes Keyser & Co. What was 
the occasion of that discrepancy ¢ 


A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Was there any reason t 

A. There was no reason. 

Q. It was all the same, John H. Keyser and Keyser & 
Co.? , 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the reason of the difference? 

A. Becanse the firm name had been Keyser & Co. 

Q. Yon don’t know the reason why you sometimes 


took the name of Keyser & Co., and sometimes John H. 
Keyser ? 

A. No, sir, I do not. 

Q. Did vou ever make any arrangement with any city 
or county officials by which you were to raise your bills 
so that. they might get a percentage ont of thein? 

A. No, sir; not that 1 remember. 

Q. Did you ever become a party to an arrangement by 
which your bills were so manipulated that the city or 
county officials should get dividends out of your bills for 
articles furnished by you? 

A. Not as I remember. 

Q. Then all your relations with the city and county 
Government were strictly honest and honorable ¢ 

A, (After long hesitation]—No, sir; I don’t think they 
were. 

Q. In what respects were they not ? 

A. On a certain amount of bills there was 334 per cent. 
raised on the bills. 

. Who raised t!.em ? 

A. I did. 
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Q. And this was not in consequence of any agreement 
or arrangement made with anybody, but came out of your 
own corrupt mind ? 

A. {Slowly]—It was at the request of Mr. Woodward 
or Mr. Watson, | don’t remember which, and I did it. 

QY. Don’t you call that an arrangement with a city 
official or employee? 

A, [After a long delay] —1 don’t know that I under- 
stand that question. 

Q. Did you ever enter into a corrupt agreement with 
any city or county official whereby you wore to raise your 
bills fraudulently so that officials might profit thereby by 
getting dividends out of those bills? 

A. I raised certain bills 334 per cent. There was never 
any definite understanding. 

Q. Answer the question I have put to you? 

A. [There was no answer.] 

Q. Please answer the question I put to you Yes or No 
—nvu other reply ie an answer? 

. Well, I raised sume bills. 

. That is not an answer? 

. There never was a definite understanding. 

. That is not an anewer? 

. | made no vorrupt arrangement. 

Did you make any arrangement ? 

. I made an arrangement. 

With whom? 

. It was with either Woodward or Watson. I don’t 
know which. 

Q. What did he say, and what did you say ? 

A. The bills that came from the first Board of Audit, 
and the bills that were then made out were put together, 
and 33% per cent. was added to them. 
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Q. That is not an arrangement ? 

A. T don’t remember of any definite arrangement. 

Q. What did you agree to do with either Woodward or 
Watson ? 

A. JT had ne definite agreement with them. 

Y. Mr. Keyser, if vou don’t answer that question I 
shall ask this Committee to send von before a judge in 
chambers, and have you committed for contempt ! 

Witness still made no answer. 

Q. What was the agreement or arrangement which you 
had with Woodward or Watson—tell us as near as you 
ean, in the words of the arrangement which vou made? 

A. I could not remembera conversation which occurred 
eight years ago. 

Q. Well, the substance of it? 

A. The substance of it was that I should take the bills 
oat of the Board of Audit, and the other bills from the 
Board of Supervisors office and put them all together 
and add 33} per cent. to them, which I did. 

Y. What bills were they? 

A. They were bills for all kinds of work done by me. 

Q. What was the 33} to be added to them for? 

A. There was nothing said, but 33} per cent. was 
added to the legitimate bills. 

Yy. Why? 

A. Well, it was under an agreement with Woodward or 
Watson ; I don’t know which. 

QY. For what purpose? 

A. There was no purpose stated, but I didn’t expect to 
getit. There was nothing said. 

Q. Who did you think was guing to get it! 

A. Isupposed they were going to get it. 

Qg. Whot 
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. I don’t know. 
Who? 
I supposed the officers of the ie 
Which officers ? 
I don’t know. 
You never had any idea ? 
No. 
Have you any idea now? 
I suppose it was divided amongst them all. 
Among whom ¢ 
. Tweed and Connolly and all the officials. 
Which oi.es ; name them ? 
. [suppose Tweed, Connolly, Watson and all the city 
tials. 
a Name them ; “all” won’t do ? : 
A. Watson, Woodward, perhaps Hall; I don’t know. 
Q. Name them all again 2 
A. Mr. Tweed, Mr. Connolly, Mr. Hall, Mr. Watson, 
Mr. Woodward, Mr. Sweeney. 
Q. Which Sweency ? 
A. I don’t know. 
Q. Which one do you think ; I am asking for your best 
recollection ¢ 
A. It was the elder Sweeney. 
Q. What was his name—do you know ? 
A. No; you tell me the names and then I will know. 
Q. There wasJames M. and Peter B.? 
A. That’s it--Peter B.—that was the one. 


Q. When did it first dawn on your mind that this 83} 
per cent. was going to these men ? 
A. I don’t understand you. 


Q. At what stage of your existence did you first think 
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that these men were going to divide this 88} per cent. 
among them? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Well, cndgel your brain ? 

A. I conld not tell yon. 

Q. Was it in the year 1867? 

A. I could not tell you. My memory is poor. 

Q. Can’t you come within three years of the time when 
yon first began to snspect that these gentlemen of the Ring 
got some of the “swag”? 

A. I should think it was in 1870. 

Q. About what time? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. That is the best recollection you have about it. Did 
you have any idea, prior to 1870, that this 334 per cent. 
was going to be diverted to any improper purpose, or did 
you think it was all right? 

A. 1 don’t know as | have any remembrance about it. 

Q. I did not ask you for your remembrance. I want 
to know if yon had any idea that this 33¢ per cent. that 
you added was to be used for any improper purpose? 

A. I could not eay. 

Q. I did not ask you that. 

A. I did not get it myself. 

Q. I did not ask yon whether you did or not—I wanted 
to know if you thought that this percentage was, to be 
added for any improper purpose. 

A. I could not say that I did. 

Q. For what purpose did you think that this 33} per 
cent. was to be added tw your bills? 

A, Because I was directed to do it. 

Q. And yon did not think it wrong to do it? 

A. Yes, it was morally wrong, sir. 
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Y. What did you think was going to become of it— 
wherein did the moral wrong consist ? ; 

A. In raising the bills. 

Q. If they were raised for an illegal purpose would it 
not be wrong? 

A. I did not say that they were raised for an illegal 
purpose. 

Q. What did you know abont it? 

A. I cannot recollect, sir. 

Q. L insist upon your recollection—what did you think 
was going to become of this 33¢ per cent. which you 
say you added to your bills, and which you now say was 
morally wrong. 

A. I could not tell. 

Q. What do you think ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. You must remember. Did you ever hear at that 
time from any of these men what they were going 
to do with this additional 384 per cent. that you added to 
your bills? 

A. There was a great deal of secrecy about everything, 
and [ don’t remember much about the matter. 

Q. Do you recollect making an affidavit with regard to 
your connection with these matters at any time ? 

Awlido. 

Q. If yon should see that affidavit do you think it 
would refresh your memory ? 

A. I think so. 

; Q. ed it true, or did you perjure yourself in this afi- 
avit 

A. I suppose I told the truth, or intended to do ao. 

Q. You now believe you did so? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. When was the last time you saw a copy of this afti- 
davit ? 

A. I never saw it but once, 

QY. Do you recollect saying that, prior to June, 1867, 
you had a conversation with Watson and King, in which 
they told you that yon must add 334 per cent. to all your 
bills, and told you why? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. What was the reason ? 

A. I don’t know why. 

Q. Did you ever know why ? 

A. 1 probably did? 

Q. But you have forgotten ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, I shall ask you to read that part of your affi- 
davit which I shall mark in pencil. 


[ Witness here read that portion of the affidavit which 
was handed to him, in which he had said that Watson 
and King had told him that he must make the bills ac- 
commodate themselves to circumetances—that they must 
be nade to fit the different appropriations—and that he 
had acquiesced in that arrangement. ] 


Q. Now, do you recollect why it was that you put on 
the 333 per cent? 

A. In that light I do. 

Y. Why? 

A. It was that others should get it. 

Q. Get what? 

A. The 334 per cent. 

Q. What do you mean by others? 
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A. 1 have named them to you. Idid not know who 
they were then. 

Q. But you know now, in the light of that affidavit, that 
you put on that 33¢ per cent. in order that it might be 
divided between the city officials ? 

A. I did not know then. 

Q. Was not that the understanding ? 

A. Not with me. 

Q. Did not King tell yon so—did King tell you what 
you have sworn in this affidavit, or did he not tell you? 

A. He must have told me so. 

Q. Did he or not?) 

A. I should say he did. 

Q. Did Watson tell you so ? 

A. I should say that he did. 

Q. Now, will you please tell me why you have made 
me spend half an hour in endeavoring to get you to tell the 
trnth? 

A. It is because I did not understand your question— 
that is why. 

Q. Well, in future I will try to make them so plain that 
you will not fail to understand them. When did yon first 
discover that these transactions were fraudulent, and that 
the proceeds were to be divided among members of the 
Ring,” some of whom you have named ? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Was it at the time of the exposure of these matters 
in the Vew York Times—was that the first time ? 

A. No, sir, I should think not. 

Q. Did you not at one time as soon as the frands were 


first exposed go down to the Comptroller’s office and ex- 
amine the vouchers ? 


A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. That was the firat time yon discovered the fraud t 

A. Yes, that was the first time. 

Q. At that time you had forgotten the conversation 
with King and Watson. Was that after the conversa- 
tion # 

A. I may have. 

Q. You had forgotten that the 334 per cent. had been 
added by yuu for improper purposes; when you went to 
the Comptroller’s office what did you tind there? 

A. It had been stated in the papers that my name 
appeared on the vouchers, and I went down there to ex- 
amine if such was the case. 

Q. And you found your name on the back of some of 
them ? 

A, Yea, sir. 

Q. You found that it was a forgery ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you never got the money on them? 

A. On some of thein I did get the money, but on some 
I did not. 

Q. Who did you accuse of the forgery ? 

A. Nobody. 

Q. You never accused Woodward ? 

A. No, sir; never in mny life. 

Q. What did you tell the Comptroller? 

A. I may have told him that I had directed my name 
to be signed, but I qualified it by saying that I wes going 
down South and that I had given authority to either 
Woodward or Watson to sign for me when [ was gone. 

Q. You qualified your statement by saying what? 

A. That I had given authority to vithor Woodward or 
Watson to receipt my bills for me -1 don’t romember now 
which. 


610 


Q. What, then, did you mean by eaying that there was 
any forgery ? 

A. I meant if they had signed my name after I had 
got home. 

Q. If they signed your name after you got home, it was 
a forgery ? 

A. I should say so. 

Q. When did you get home? 

A. Y have no remembrance. 


Q. Can’t you find out—how many times have you been 
South ? 

A. Three times. 

Q. Was the time you speak of the last time? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Try to tell me your recollection about it—yours iss 
very good memory when it is forced to act. I have a 
great deal of faith in your memory—as a last resort ? 

A. I don’t know—I could not tell you. 

Q. What were you doing South ? 

A. I was sick and went there to recruit. 

Q. Was it in the spring that you went away ? 

A. I have no remembrance. 

Q. How did the leaves luok as you passed through New 
Jersey ? 

A. I have nu remembrance. 

Q. Had they the tints of autumn, or the freshncas of 
spring ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Now, don’t you know when you went South—you 
can tell me if you like? 

A. No, sir; I cannot. 


Q. Is there no way you can ascertain ? 
A. No, sir. 
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Q. Did you keep a check-book ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you a check-book, or any other book by which 
you can find out from the payments you made? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What year was it ? 

A. I cannot tell you that. 

@. Where was the relevancy of telling me that you 
gave power to Woodward or Watson to raise your bills 
if you do not remember the time? 

A. I cannot remember. 

Y. What do you mean by saying that if your name was 
put on the back of those vonchers by Woodward or Wat- 
son after your return froin the South it was a forgery; 
but if it was put on before your retarn it was not a forgery 
—if you do not know when it wa» that you were South? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. When did you go South ? 

A. I could not tell the year. 

YQ. Was it in 1867 ? 

A. That I could not tell you. I could not tell the year. 

Q. You don’t know, and have no idea, when any of 
these vouchers were signed by these people; and you 
don’t know the time you went Svuth ? 

A. In that light, I should know. 

Q. These vonchers, signed by Woodward or Watson, 
were signed by your permission or authority, were they 
not ? 

A. They were not. 

Q. Have you any means in the world of #:parating 
those that were forged from those that were not 4 

A. I do not know that I have. 
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Q. What reason have you for saying that any of them 
were forgeries? 
A. Because I did not authorize them to be signed, only 
when I was absent. 
Q. When were you abeent ? 
A. That ie just what I cannot tell you. 
Q. Perhape you were absent the whole of that time? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. And this whole thing is a mistake on the part of the 
public? 
. No, sir; it is not. 
. Were you abeent as long as a year ? 
No, sir. - 
. Were yon absent six months ? 
. No, sir. 
Four months ? 
No, sir. 
As long as three months? 
No, sir. 
As long as two months? 
No, sir. 
. As long assix weeks? 
- 1 should think I was. 
Q. Now, your memory serves you that you were absent 
six weeks ? 
A. My memory is not good. 
Q. Do yon think it was in the dead of winter that you 
were alsent these six weeks? 
A. I could not say. 
Q. Where were you? 
A. I was in Florida. 
Q. How did you get there? ; 
A. I went to Philadelphia and stopped there a little ; 
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then I think I went over to St. Louis; thenI went on the 
Mississippi to New Orleans, and from there to South Car- 
olina and Florida. 

Q. How did you come back—which way? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Did you come back in a balloon? 

A. I could not tel! you how I came back. 

Q. Were you capable of transacting business when you 
got away ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did they put you into a lunatic asylum f 

A. They did not put me in a lunatic asylum. 

Q. Did you attend to your business when you went to 
New Orleans? 

A. Probably I did. 

Q. I don’t want any “probably.” Did you attend toany 
basiness when you got to New Orleans? 

A. Probably I did. 

Q. What season of the year was it? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Did you do any business there, and if so, with 
whom ¢ 

A. I had a store in St. Louis, and another one in Chi- 
cago, and we were shipping stoves. 

Q. I don’t want to know what you were doing, but who 
did you go to see when you went to New Orleans? 

A. I do not at this moment remember. 


Mr. Core—At the next ineeting I shall expect you to tell 
me when you went and how, and when you caine back, and 
at what season of the year and all about it; and I don’t 
want any fencing. I want direct answers and inust have 
them. 
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Q. Now, with respect to the vouchers, did you allege 
that those in the name of J. H. Keyser were forgeries? 

A. Not that I remember. 

Q. Did you not say that all of those bills indorsed by 
J. H. Keyser were forgeries ? 

A. Not that I remember. . 

Q. Why did you say they were forgeries. 

A. Becanse they were. 

Q. How much work did you do for the city during all 
those years ? 

A. I could not tell you from my remembrance. 

@. Can you tell me from any other source of informs 
tion ? 

A. 1 have done a great deal of work for the city; I 
could not tell you huw much from memory. 

Q. Can you guess from memory ? 

A, Not very well. 

@. Can you very badly ? 

A. Yes, I might. 

Q. Well, give us a bad guess ? 

A. I sbould think I did work for the city to the amonnt 
of three million of dollars—from two to three millions. 

Q. Nearer three than two? There is a big margin 
between the two. 

A. I cannot speak now definitely. , 

@. Is there any data by which you can refresh your 
memory so that you can tell me how much work you did 
a nik: what amonnt of materials you furnished to the 
city 

A. I suppose I can. 

Q How iong would it take you to do that? 

A. It would take me a good while. 

Q. How long? 
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A. It will take me .three weeks. 

Q. Will this tabulation help yon? 

A. I suppose it would. 

Q. How long would it take yon with this tabulation? 
A. If I take that it will not take me any time. 


Mr. Corz—Well, take that, and figure ont how much 
work you did, and what quantity of materials you fur- 
nished to the city, and how much you got paid for it. 


Q. You made an assignment for the benefit of the city 
to Jackson 8. Schultz, did you not? 

A. I did. 

Q. Have you it with you? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did I not instruct you to bring it to-day ? 

A. Well, we talked about it. 

Q. Did I tell you to bring it here or not? 

A. There was something said about it. 


Mr. Coz (indignantly)—Mr. Chairman, I shall have to 
request of the Committee—— 


Wirness (frightened)—Yes, sir. I think you did. I 
forgot it. I was sick last night. 


Q. Where is that assignment ? 
A. I suppose it is at my honse. 
Q. Suppose. Don’t you know? 
A. It is probably there. 


Mr. Core announced that he would request the Oom- 
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mittee to send an officer with Mr. Keyser to see that the 
assignment was obtained. 


Q. There was a committee of sixteen who examined 
the work you did and material you furnished for the city 
and county, and they valued it at $70,000, and you say 
you did two or three millions’ worth. Will you please 
explain the discrepancy ? 

A. I don’t remember any such committee, and it isn’t 
true. 

Q. How much do you think the work done and the 
material furnished by you were actually worth at current 
market rates; and remember you areon your oath, though 
you don’t seem to have been aware of it, and liable to 
pains and penalties for perjury if you don’t tell the truth. 

A. I couldn’t give the information. 

Q. Do you think it was worth $1,000,000 ? 

A. (After long hesitation]—Yes, sir. I think it was 
worth tbat, and a good deal more than twice that. Why, 
I paid out $1,250,000 in checks, and I paid $500,000 for 
labor alone. I can bring the checks here, and lay them 
on your table. 

Q. More than twice a million, yousay? Then you have 
not been paid for your work and materials, since 384 per 
cent. of your bills went to others, and you only got lees 
than three millions ? 

A. There are $200,000 or $300,000 due me now for 
hard work. I think on a fair accounting there isn’t much 
between the city and myself. 

Q. On that fair accounting would you add in your eus- 
tomary 33% per cent. ? 

, A. No, I should take it out. 


Q. But it appears from your statement just made that 
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you have paid ont about $1,000,000 more than you actu- 
ally received. Does it not? 

A. [After the third repetition of the question]—I’m 
not prepared to answer a question in that way now. 

Q. Why did you make an assignment to Jackson S. 
Schultz for the benetit of the city? 

A. My wounsel advised me to do so. 

Q. Who was your counsel ? 

A. Mr. Wetmore. 

Q. Why did he advise you te make an assignment to 
the city when the city owed you money ? 

A. It was a provisional assignment, and it explains it- 
self. 

@. But why did you make that assignment ? 

A. Well, there were charges made against me, and 
1 said if I owed the city I was willing to pay them, 
bat I didn’t think I did. 1 thought any fair accounting 
would show I didn’t, and the assivnment will speak for 
itself ; therefore it wouldu’t be wise to press it now, it 
scems to me, becanse you can have the assignment. 

Q. Did vou assign by that paper everything you had in 
the world for the benefit of the city, conditioned upon 

A. The assigument will speak for itself. 

Q. But teil me now. 

A. 1 conldn’t tell you anything about it; I’ve no re- 
membrance about it. 

Q. Have you any remembrance of anything done 
under that assignment ? 

A. Yea, some things. 

Q. Did the assignee become possessed of anything 
under the assignment ? 

A. Yes, he did. Some money, $40,000 or $50,000. I 
don’t know how much. The receipts will show. 
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Q. Where did the money come from ? 

. It came from assigned claims against persons. 

. Who ? ; 

. 1 can’t tell you who all. Mr. Tweed was one. 

. How much from Mr. Tweed ? 

$32,000 or $33,000. That is my recollection. 

Who else? 

There were several parties. 

Oh, give me their names. Don’t delay this way ? 
I don’t remember their nates. 

Do you reinember any of them ? 

Yes, 1 remember some. 

Well, who do you remember # 

- One was Coman. 

How much from him? 

. Well, it was $1,000 or $2,000. 

Then who else? 

. | can’t remember now. I’ve been sick and in 
trouble for six or seven years, and my mind isn’t strong 
on these things now, and I wish you wouldn’t press this 
matter now. 

Q. How much property, in gross, according to your 
best recollection, was covered by that deed of trust 2? 

A. I haven’t the slightest idea, sir. 

Q. As much as $600,000 ? 

A. Oh, no, sir. That was newspaper talk, I gueas. 

Mr. Core—Yes, it was; but I call your attention to the 
fact that the newspapers were singularly accurate in what 
they said about everybody else connected with the Ring 
frauds except you. 

Q. What was the actual value of the proper 
veyed by that deed of trust? PERG ey PO; 

A. Icouldn’t tell, sir; but I think about $60,000. 
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Q. Oh! but there were $60,000 in money collected ? 

A. Well, that’s what it was. 

Q. But didn’t your trustee succeed in turning into 
money anything else you assigned to him? 

A. There was nothing else ; but bills against the city. 

Q. With regard to this committee which was appuinted 
to examine into those Ring frauds in 1871, composed of 
sixteen prominent citizens, do you recollect any thing 
abont such a committee ? 

A. No, sir; I never heard of them. 

Q. If that committee had reported the value of your 
work and materials furnished on the Court-honse at $73,- 
752, as appraised by Mr. O. Barrett,an expert, who had 
carefully examined it, and for which your bills and war- 
rants amounted to $914,330.65, what would you say ? 

A. They did not know anything about the work. They 
had not taken into consideration the fact that a great deal 
of that work had been done twice and some of it three 
times. 

Q. Was the work which you did on the County Court- 
house of an evanescent ur permanent character? 

A. A great deal of it was done over again. 

@Q. What portion of it was of an evanescent character ? 

A. There were farnaces put in all over the building to 
dry it, and then there were furnaces put in all the offices 
and taken ont afterward, aud then the plumbing work 
was, the largest part of ir, cut out and carried away and 
I had to replace it; then when it was done again they 
turned on the steam-pipes from the exhaust into it, and 
melted down six-inch soil-pipes or weakened them so that 
they dropped apart and had to be done over again. The 
Committee conld not have taken that into consideration. 

Y. Who did the destruction ? 
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A. The same people did that. 

Q. Who do you mean by the same people t 

A. The men who put up the steam engine. 

Q. Who were they? 

A. I could not tell you—a firm at the corner of Broome 
street and Broadway. 

Q. Ilow much do you suppose was the value of the 
work that was destroyed which you put in again? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Well, give us an estimate —give us a guens ? 

A. I cannot tell yon. 


Q. What proportion of the total amount of the work 
doue on the Court House was reconstructed ? 
A. I conld not tell you that. 


@. Was there as much as one-half? 

A. That I could not tell you? 

Q. What do you think about it ? 

A. I have nv idea about it. I know it was like doing 
all the plumbing work over again. 

Q. Then it was about one half? 
>» A. The plumbing was done about three times on the 
building. 

Q. And you did it every time ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why was it done three times ? 

A. I could not tell you. 
Q. Was it not because it was thought expedieut to do 
sot 

A. No; it was because it had been cut out and stolen 
and carried away. Then there was a good deal of work 
done in other places, on Blackwell’s Island for insta 
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that was charged to the Court House. The furn ren 
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the Court House were, also, charged as plumbing in the 
warrants. 

Q. What do yon think, really and honestly on your oath, 
the work that you did on that County Court House was 
worth, all of it? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Could you come within $500,000 of it? Tell me 
as pear as you can come ? 

A. There was a great deal of other work charged to it 
that did not belong to the Court House. 

Q. But it was put into your bills as having been done? 

A. Yes, but it was done in other places. 

Q. But you got the money for it? Do yon know Mr. 
O. Barrett, who formerly lived at 403 Sonth Fifth avenue, 
a gas-fitter and plumber? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear of him? 

A. I don’t know that I ever did. 

Q. You don’t know whether he is a capable plumber 
and gas-fitter or not. 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. He was an expert employed to make this calculation ; 
and he calculated your work to be worth $73,000. 

A. Did he take in any of the furnaces, or any of the 
stoves ? 

Y. He took in every thing that you had warrants for? 

A. No, sir; the farnaces were charged for as plumbing 
work. 

@. You charged and received $914,342.65 for work 
done there—is that right ? 

A. I could not tell you now from memory, but the 
work was done over three times, and that man could not 
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see the work without tearing up the building. Lis esti- 
mate therefore is false. | 

Q. Please point out to the Committee in what the 
falsity consists ? 

A. It consists in this—that he calculated the plumbing 
work only once, whereas much of it was dune a second 
time. A great deal of it had to be taken down and torn 
up. All that this committee, with their expert, could see, 
was what was found there, but not what had been taken 
away. 

Q. But there is a great discrepancy still between the 
amount which you received and the amount estimated by 
your own calcnlation as the value of the work done. Do 
you think that the permanent work which remained ex- 
ceeded in value the work that was taken away or destroy- 
ed % 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Can’t you make some kind of an estimate in your 
own mind ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you think that the portion of the work which you 
did and which was afterwards taken away and could not 
be seen in the year 1871, exceeded in amount the total 
valne of the work which remained there or not? 

A. I cannot tell you now; but it was like doing the 
whole work over again. 

Q. Then you think it was about equal; do you? 

A. Taking that view of the case, it might be. 

Q. Is not that a bnsiness-like view ? 

A. All the furnaces and stoves put into that building 
were not charged for. 


Q. They were taken away ? 


A. They were not used. I don’t know what became of 
them. 

Q. If the work which you did and which was after- 
wards taken away was equal in value to the work which 
you did that remained permanent, you should have receiv- 
ed $146,000, instead of the $914,000 which yon did get— 
what do you think of that calculation? {am doubling 
every thing for you? 

A. I could not tell you anything about it. 

Q. Try ? 

A. I can’t. 

Q. Oh do, it is so simple. In the light of this long 
examination do you think that the plumbing work and 
gas fitting that you did for the county building was 
worth $914,000, including all other things? 

A. There were a great many other things that were 
put into the bills besides the work done on the Conrt- 
house ; for instance, the work done at Blackwell’s Iland. 

Q. Well, include all that? 

A. 1 could not answer the question until I figure it 
all up. / 

Q. You have said that you have claims against the 
city now ? 

A. There’s from $250,000 to $260,000 the city owes 
me for legitimate hard work done in June, July, August, 
and September. 

Q. Do you expect the city to pay any of that? 

A. I haven’t had any particular thought about it. 

Q. But if the city owes you money, don’t you expect 
to get it? The city is solvent, is it not? 

A. I’ve tried for six years to get the city to settle with 
me and take this as offsets. 

Q. Offsets to what ? 
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A. For the work that was overcharged. 

Y. The thirty-three and one-third per cent. steal ? 

A. The assignment will explain it all. 

Q. Yes; but ’'d so much rather have your fresh ideas 
about it now. Have there ever been any civil suits 
brought against you by the city ? 

A. No, sir; not that I ever heard of. 

Q. Have you been sued by anybody elee on matters 
growing out of the old Ring transaction f 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How does it come that the city has never brought 
suit against you, notwithstanding your confession, made 
public ever since 1871, that you had defrauded the city 
out of at least a milliou of dollars? 

A. Well, I suppose they felt I had an honest claim 
against them. 

Q. But 250,000 doesn’t amount to 83¢ per cent. on 
$3,000,000. That would not be a fair offsct ? 

A. Well, the city owes me $40,000 on assessment work. 

@. And yon think that on “a fair accounting ” you 
and the city would come out about square ? 

A. I don’t know. I couldn’t tell you, sir. 
ory 

Q. Yes, yes, T know. Is that claim of yours, in your 
best judgment, the reason the city has not sued yon ? 

A. Thut, in my opinion, is one of the causes, and the 
other was because they felt it wonld not have been honor- 
able in them to have done so. 

Q. Why would it not have been honorable to have sued 
yon for the recovery of the 38% per cent. that you eon 
feasedly aided in stealing from the city? What is eth 
point of honor involved ? ; iv 


A, Well, they took my books and accounts and my 


My mem- 
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evidence, and, as I understood, concluded to let the 
thing drop. 

Q. Who did you understand from that the city had 
concluded to let the thing drop? 

A. The news was brought to me from Mr. A. H. Green 
and Mr. Tilden, and two or three others, that they had 
concluded that if l’d make a fair settlement with them in 
giving them all the information I could, and in being a 
witness for them, and exhibiting my accounts as they 
stood—the accounts I had against them—the idea was to 
call it 

Y. Now let’s analyze it. Your testimony is totally 
worthless, fur you don’t know of any one doing anything 
wrong, or profess not to. Why, yon don’t know even that 
there was any moral wrong in these transactions ? 

A. I didn’t say so. : 

QY. Now, don’t you know the fair settlement was the 
assignment you made to Mr. Schultz of all your property 
for the benefit of the city and county of New York? 

A. I can’t answer. My memory is all at fault. 

Q. Was it not the understanding at the time that as- 
signment was inade that you had assigned to Mr. Schultz, 
for the benetit of the city and county of New York, all 
you had iu the world ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, what did you make that assignment for * 
Was it not to effect a settlement with the city ? 

A. I made it at the request of wy counsel. It was for 
the purpose of— [Coming to sudden stop.] Well, the 
assignment will speak for itself. I don’t know. My 
memory 

Q. Ah, yes—we know—bnt you must answer the ques- 
tion. 
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A. I claimed then that I didn’t owe the city. I 
couldn’t tell now the purpose of the assignment. It was 
under a reign of terror. 


Q. Why should there be any reign of terror for you if 
the city honestly owed you $250,000, and you hadn’t been 
doing wrong ? 

A. It was a time of terror for everybody, right or 
wrong. 

Q. Why was it a time of terror for a good man who 
never had done any harm? 

A. Because there was no justice at that time. 

Q. Why should a good man care anything about a reign 
of terror ? 

A. L only say that there was a reign of terror. 


Q. Now, I ask yon again, was or was not the object of 
that assignment which you made of all your property to 
Jackson S. Schultz for the benefit of the City and County 
of New York, made in order to enable you to effect a set- 
tlement with the city? . 

A, It is all expressed in the assignment. 


Q. Was that assignment to Jackson S. Schultz for the 
‘benefit of the City and County of New York made for the 
purpose of enabling yon to effect a settlement with the 
city of New York? 

A. That I could not tell you apart from what is ex. 


pressed in the assignment. I was hardly responsible at the 
time. 


Mr. Couu—Mr. Keyser, if you continue to answer in thi 
way, ‘ will have you taken before a judge in CURES Hare. 
and he will compel you to answe : i 

es pel y r, or commit you for 
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Mr. Keyszr—He could not compel me to answer. 
Mr. Core—We'’ll see abont that. 


Q. Now, answer my question. I ask you if the assign- 
ment which you made at that time was not, in your judge 
ment, to effect a settlement with the city of New York by 
assigning to. Jackson S. Schultz all the property you 
had ? 

A. No, sir; I could not tell you, I was hardly respon- 
sible at the time. 

@. Who prompted you to make an assignment when 
you'were not responsible ? 

A. Well, it was done by the officers of the city, Mr. 
Barlow and Mr. Peckham. 

Q. They made you make an assignment when you were 
not responsible! I don’t believe it. 

A. Well, I didn’t consider inyself responsible. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because of the false accusations against me and the 
terror that was rife. 1 was nearly crazy. 

Q. You were not terrified on account of the false and 
fraudulent 334 per cent. you had added to your bills, but 
only on account of the false accusations against you ? 

A. I can’t answer that question. 1 don’t remember 
what was in my mind at that time. Give me questions 
that I can answer. 

Q. Please tell me, then, why you came to make that as- 
signinent to Jackson S. Schultz—what was tho purpose of 
it. I don’t want to know the contentsof the paper. I 
insist upon an answer? 

A. Lhave just told you that I cannot tell you. 

Q. Have you any recollections of the vonversations that 
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you had with anybody abont that assignment before it was 
made ? 

A. I had conversations, but what they were I cannot 
bring to mind. 

Q. Have you any idea of the substance of them in their 
general purport ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do yon recollect what they were about, or any thing 
about the geueral subject of them? 

A. No; they related to the assignment. 

Q. Did they relate to any reasons why yonshould make 
an assignment ? 

A. They did, but that was expressed in the assignment. 

Q. Did the conversations you had have anything to do 
with or suggest to you any reason, why you should make 
an assignment ? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Did they suggest to you any reasons why you should 
not make an assignment ? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Were they in relation to the assignment / 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Did they give you any reasons why in their opinion, 
you ought to make an assignment? 

A. I could not definitely anéwer you. 

Q. 1 did not ask yon what the reasons were. I simp] 
asked you if any of those gentlemen in the ooverseat, f 

° : 10ns 
which you had with them, gave you any reasons wh you 
should make an assigninent to Jackson 8. Schultz for the 
benefit of the city of New York? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Then why did you tell me that the reason wag that 
you was terrified by the lawyers 
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A. That was the reason. 

Q. When you don’t recollect the reason why you made 
the assignment ? 

A. Because I was sick part of the time. 

Q. Well, as to the other part of the time ? 

A. I could not give you any other answer. 

Q. Did you make that assignment of your own free 
will as the act of a sane man? 

A. I did it at the request of my lawyer. 

Q. Who was your lawyer? 

A. Mr. Wetmore. 

Q. You don’t recollect any reasons he assigned why 
you should make that assigninent ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Yo don’t recollect any reasons that anybody assigned 
for you to do it ? 

A. Not definitely. 

Q. Well. indefinitely ? 

A. Nothing that I could place any opinion on? 

Q. And yet, Mr. Keyser, you think that ono of the 
reasons that induced those who were prosecuting the 
“Ring” frands to let up on you, was that you shonld 
give testimony in those cases ? 

A. That I know was one of the reasons. 

Q. When can you get the assignment to Mr. Schultz 4 

A. I can get it in half an honr. 

Q. Your trustee collected about $60,000 or $70,000 
out of the trustee fund ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. You have already s« teatified, 

A. No, I did not say that—I could not toll you the 
amount—I said it was in that neighberlunsd, 
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Q. What real estate did yon have in 1871, when the 
Ring exposures first burst upon the community # 

A. I had the Strangers’ Hospital, corner of Avenue D 
and Tenth street. 

Q. How much was that worth ? 

A. It cost me $86,000. 

Q. What did you do with that? 

A. It was foreclosed and sold for $14,000, about 10 
months ago, I think. 

Q. Who got the $14,000? 

A. I think it was the Dry Dock Bank Company, who 
took it for their mortgage. 

Q. What else had you? 

A. Thad the Strangers’ Rest in Pearl street. 

Q. What became of that ? 

A. It was foreclosed, also. 

Q. Who bought it ? 

A. It was bought by a gentleman by the name of 
Shook. 

Q. Do you remember his firet name ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When was the first piece of property closed out ? 

A. Within a year or ten months since. 

Q. Was this part of the general property that you as- 
signed to your trustec { 

A. No, sir, I never assigned any real estate to him. 
. When wae Pearl street property foreclosed ? 
. I should think about eight or ten months ago. 
. What did that realize ? 
. Eight or ten{thousand dollars. 
Who bonght, that in ? 
. This Mr. Shook. 


. What else did you have in real estate at that time f 
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A. I had a house, number 148 Second avenue. 

Q. What became of that? 

A. It was mortgaged very heavily and I traded it 
away. It was mortgaged for its full value. 

Y. To whom and when ? 

A. Toa man named Charles Galler, Sen. 

Q. What did you get for your part of the trade? 

A. I got a little honse on Second avenue, on leasehold. 

Q. Where is it? 

A. No. 183. 

Q. Have you got that now ? 

A. It is mortgaged for a great deal more than its value, 
and is covered by judgments and executions. I have 
got nothing now. 

Q. Have you got that piece of property on Second 
avenue ? 

A. It stands in my name, but there is a judgment! of 
$60,000 or $70,000 on it. 

Q. What else did you have in 1871? 

A. I had a little honse in Tenth street, near the First 
avenue. 

Q. What did you do with that? 

. It was sold. 

. When? 

. I should think about four years ago. 

. To whorn ? 

. To a man by the name of Stark. 

What did you get for it? 

. $2,000 or 2,300—it was a small place. 

What other real estate did you have at that time? | 
I had a leasehold of a foundry in Greenpoint. 
. What did you do with that? 

That was also sold. 
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f.@. When was it cold and to whom, and how much did 
you, get for it? 
. It was sold, I think, for $7,000: 
. To whom, and when? 
. To the Root Manufacturing Company. 
When? 
. I should think abont a year ago. 
What did you get for it? 
I think it realized about $7,000. 
. What other property did you have? 
I had a piece of property at Norwalk, Conn. 
What did it consist of ? 
. Of a farm and homestead. That was also sold, 
and the mortgage upon it was more than its value. 

Q. When was it sold and to whom ? 

A. It was sold, I think, about three years ago. 

Q. To whom? 

A. Tomy wife. 

Q. By whom? 

A. By me. 

Q. For how much ? 

A. I don’t remember the price. It was a nominal one. 
It was to secure her for a building she owned in Ninth 
strect. When the property in Ninth street was sold she 
took that in transfer. 

Q. What was the value of that piece of 
1871? : st a 

A. Do you mean the farm? 

Q. Yes, the farm and homestead ? 

A. It cost, I think, altogether about $14,000. 
cost $12,000. 


Q. Your wife still hulds that property ? 
A. She does. : 
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Q. What other piece of property did you hold in 1871, 
at the time of the Ring exposures ? 

A. Ithink I have given you everything. 

@. Consider, and see if yon have done so in point of 
fact ? 

A. Thad a leasehold of a store in Ninth street; that 
ran out by limitation, and the property went beck to its 
owners. I had some lots also in South Norwalk, and they 
were sold. 

QY. When? 

A. I should think about three or four years ago. 

Q. To whom? 

A. 1 sold them to a man by the name of Smith, but I 
think the deeds were made out to a man named Dr. 
Pardee. 

Q. How much did you get for them? 

A. Six hundred dollars. 

Q. Is there anything else ¢ 

A. I think that covers everything. 

Q. What property was it you mortgaged to your trustee, 
Jackson S. Schultz? 

A. The Strangers’ Hospital, Strangers’ Rest, the See- 
ond avenue property, and the Greenpuint foundry lesse- 
hold. 

Q. For what sum did you murtysye each of these 
pieces of property tc him? 

A. I morigaved it all together to cover the amount of 
a loan he made ts me. 

Y. Oh. it was a perw mal loa from him ts yous 

A. Yes, a persona: van. It amounted t in the neigh 
borhood «.f this nemey be «ected. He w,.vated this 
money and thes turted around and imate it U. ine. 
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Q. The money he collected and held in trust for the 
city ? 

A. I don’t know as he held it in trust. He paid me 
back my own money. 

Q. The money he collected on those assigned claims 
from Tweed and the rest of them, and held in trust for 
the city of New York! he paid it back to you f 

A. He did. 

Q. And what did you do with it? 

A. I paid my debts —debts that I had incurred in doing 
the city work. 

Q. And how much did he make out of the mortgages 
he took as security for this amount he gave yon? 

A. They wiped out his claims. 

Q. What wiped out his claims # 

A. The first mortgages. 

Q. So the whole trust fund collected by him for the 
city is wiped out? 

A. Well, the documents will show. 

Q. And this money was collected under that trust deed 
and held by Mr. Schultz as trustee, and he afterward 
loaned it to you on second mortgaves on this property, 
and the property was sold under foreclosure of the first 
mortgages, and nothing was saved. Then you have noth- 
ing to restore to the city? 

A. I have $200,000, and more, of claims against the 
city. 
Q. Are you willing to give those claims to the city ? 

A. As far as Tam concerned I have been willing to 
give them for the last six years. 

Q. And they won’t have them ? 

A. No. 


QY. How much are you worth now ? 
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A. Nota dollar. Not one dollar. 

Q. And you haven’t anything to pay back to the city 
any part of what you aided in stealing? 

A. [haven't got a dollar. 

@. How are you maintaining yourself ? 

. A. On asalary of $1,200 a year from the Keyser Stove 
Works Co. 

Q. Who compose that company ? 

A. John Regan and James Greyburn, and P. A. Palmer, 
and—I don’t remember who the others are. Until my 
brother’s death he was a stockholder. 

Y. And you have nothing to give back? 

A. Not a dollar. 

Q. And you think you have not defrauded the city ? 

A. On a fair accounting, I think we would be square. 

Q. Have you, in good faith, under your oath, given me 
all the information you have about the affairs of the 
Ring ? 

A. I have, unless you can suggest some names. I don’t 
know any thing further. 

Q. Is there anything else that you recollect or know 
of that would enable this Committee to find out the 
frauds against the city ? 

A. I do not know of anything more. 

Q. Do you know of any other persons that shared in 
the spoils of these fraudulent transactions ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And you never knew that there was anything wrong 
when thuse gentlemen told you to add 334 per cent. to 
your bills, and did not inquire where it was going till you 
saw it in the newspapers f 

A. No, sir. 

QY. So you think you have done bona fide work of the 
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value of more than $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 for the City 
and County of New York? 

A. I could not answer you that question. 

Q. Do you think upon a fair valuation of the work 
which you did, and the material which you furnished to 
the City and County of New York, that the amoant 
would be $3,000,000 at the current market rates. 

A. I think that would be about it If the experts ap- 
pointed by Mr. Green had gone over my work there would 
have been asettlement long since, which would show very 
little difference between us. He did send a man to go 
round with Mr. Jackson S. Schultz, but for sonne reason I 
don’t know, the matter was dropped. 

Q. So you think that after all you never have defranded 
the City out of anything? 

A. I think ona fair accounting we would be aboot 
even. 

Q. How much do you think the city owes yout 

A. Speaking from memory, near $300,00U. It is short 
of that something. 

Q. Now, Mr. Keyser, you say the city owes you $300, 
000. You have said that there has been $2,500,000 paid 
to you. One-third of that is $500,000. You say yon hare 
helped to steal just this amount. Now, how do you account 
for your statement that in a fair accounting the city still 
owes you, or that you would be about even ? 

A. A large proportion of my bills was not increased 
33} per cent. 

Q. Do yon know the proportion that was not so in- 
creased ? 

A. I don’t know how many of them. 

Mr. Corz—I am throngh with you. Please bring here 
every memorandum and piece of documentary evideoce 
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that will throw any light upon your transactions in con- 
nection with the city and county. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowrye)— What is your age at: this 
time? 

A. I am 57 years old. 

Q. Are you under inedical treatment for any ailment of 
your mind? 

A. I should think not. 

QY. Don’t you know whether you are or not! 

A. I never was. I might ask you the same question. 

Q. When I am on the witness stand, I will allow you 
to ask me that qnestion. Were you ever under treat- 
ment for softening of the brain ? 

A. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Q. Or for any mental defect ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When did yon cease doing active business ? 

A. I never left off. 

Q. Are you in active business now ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the nature of your business ? 

A. I am putting in furnaces, doing plumbing work, 
making estimates and doing everything necessary in the 
employment in which I am engaged. 

Q. You have solely to do with that branch of the busi. 
ness 

A. I think I have all the important part to do? 

Q. Are you capable of transacting all that business ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever been complained of for not being 
able to du your business? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Are you not in the habit of making mistakes ! 
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A. Yes, sir; I make mistakes sometimes; my memory 
is stil] bad. 

Q. Does this firm that employs you understand that ? 

A, Yes, they do. 

Q. Have you made application to go through bank- 
ruptey ? 

A. Yes, I have. 

Q. What is yonr intention ? 

A. To get discharged from my debts. 

Q. Do you intend to go into any now business after- 
wards ? 

A. Lintend to get a living as long as I stay in the 
world. 

Q. Can you say what was the amount of money you 
helped to defrand the city ? 

. I cannot. 
. Can you say it was $3,000,000 ? 
. I cannot. 
. Was it $2,000,000 ? 
. I don’t know. 
. Was it $1,000,000 # 
. I don’t know. 
. On your oath you would not say that it was 
$1,000,000 7 

A. It might have been. 

Q. Do you think it was honest at the time that you 
entered into the arrangement to add 33} per cent. to the 
bille that you presented to the city for more than was 
justly due you? 

i A. Many of those bills had been laying over for a long 
me. 

Q. Did you consider it honest ? 

A. Ihave eaid that it was not morally honest. 
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Q. What kind of honesty is there besides moral 
honesty # 

A. I did not consider that. I will leave that to you. 

Q. Did you consider when you entered into a dishonest 
arrangement to defraud the city, that such a proceeding 
was an honest one ? 

A. I was compelled to do it. 

Q. In order to get your dues, you were compelled to 
act dishonestly ? 

A. That is just what I did. 

@. You never made any restitution to the city? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Since these frauds were developed, have you never 
taken pains to sit down tu find out from your books how 
you stood in your accounts with the city—you have books 
of account, have you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Where are they ¢ 

A. In my place of business. 

Q. Since these frauds were discovered, have you not 
taken pains to find out how much the city owed you, or 
you owed the city ? 

A. No, sir, I never have. 

Q. Why have you not done so? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Have you never directed your book-keeper to do so ? 

A. No, sir; the only attempt that was ever made, was 
when French went around and spent three or four months 
trying to find out how much work I had done for the 
city, and then the matter was dropped. 

Q. Did they examine your books ¢ 

A. Yes, and they went to different places in the city, 
to see the work that had been done by me. 


640 


Q. When did you make up your trial balance ? 

A. My books were never kept very well. I am not a 
good book-keeper myself. 

Q. And your bookkeeper was a bad one —was he ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many books did you keep # 

A. We kept a regular set of books. 

Q. Did you keep a ledger account with the city ? 

A. No, sir; the bills were made out from the blotter. 

Q. Don’t your books show the bills on which this 33% 
per cent. was added # 

A. No, sir; the bills that came from the Board of 
Audit, when the new Board of Audit was formed, were 
taken out, and the 334 per cent. was added to them. 

Q. Can you inform this Committee, at the next meet- 
ing, the exact amount of the bills on which this 334 per 
cent. was added ? 

. I cannot do it. 

. Is there any clue, by which that can be discovered ? 
. No, sir. 

. You have no idea of how munch they amounted to ? 
. No, sir. 

. Have you any idea ? 

. No, sir. 

Q. How can you expect a settlement with the city if 
you cannot tell from your books the amount of your claim 
against the city ? 

A. By going over the work again and examining it. 

Q. Is that the only way ? 

A. That is the only way it can be done. 


Q. Has your memory always been so defective ? 
A. It has, always. 
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Q. How far back does it go? +Doyou remember whether 
you had your breakfast this morning? 

A. It is in your power, sir, to insult me, that is all. 

Q. I only want to test how far back your memory can 
Z0. 

A. Well, if you insist upon it I will answer you. I was 
sick this morning, and had no breakfast. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Did yon testify in the Hall trial ? 

A. Yea, sir, I did. ; 

Q. Is it your best judgment that the testimony which 
you have given to-day is substantially the same as that 
which you gave at the Hall trial ? 

A. I don’t know. I told yon all I know abont these 
matters. 

Q. Was what you swore on the Hall trial true? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what you swear to now—is it true? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And if they do not coincide it is owing tu a defect 
in your memory ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Next Monday morning we will want your booke in 
order to see what they show in regard to these matters, and 
to find ont if the city owes you $200,000. 

A. I don’t know that they would enable you to find 
ont that. That could not be done unless I could go about 
and point it ont. I have been pressing for a settlement in 
that way for a long time. 

Q. I thonght yon made an arrangement with some one 
or other that you would give testimony to help the city in 
these suits if you were not sent to the Penitentiary, where 
you should have been sent 

A. I have. 
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Q. What do you mean by saying that you have been 
pressing for a settlement of your accounts # 

A. I mean to say that I wanted some one to go around 
to the different places where I did work, to show what had 
been done. 

Q. Supposing that the work is all just as you say it is, 
what I want is the written data which you were to give to 
show that—can you do 80? 

A. [ could not. 

* Q. Then what do you mean by saying that you were 
wanting them to go with you to show them the work ? 
What I want is an account to correspond with the claims 
you make for the work? 

A. I have no idea that my books would show that. 

Q. How, then, did you expect at any time to settle your 
accounts with the officials ? 

A. I wanted to show them the work. 

_ @. What yon proposed to do is to take them round and 
show them the work you have done, and tell them that 
amounts to so many dollars. . Is that what you say ? 

A.I propose to take them round and show them the 
work that had been done, and taken down, and replaced, 
and also what had been done elsewhere and charged to 
the Court House building. 

@. Can you make a list of that work now including 
the work done and replaced in the Court House, and 
also that on Blackwell's Island; put in everything in 
the Court House that belongs to it? 

A. I don’t know whether I could do that or not. 

Q. Could you do it? 

A. I don’t think that [ could. 

Q. Why then do you make this statement that you 


were constantly pressing the city for a settlement, if you 
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are unable to show the amounts that you actually received, 
or the work that you actually did ? 

A. We only commenced to go through with the ac- 
counting, when it waa dropped. 

@. Have you ever been in a condition to do that—to 
show the amounts that you received and the work that 
you did for it? 

A. I think so. 

@Q. Can you do so now ? 

A. I think I could. 

Q. I want you to give us the amounts that you have 
received and the work that you did from your books? 

A. I do not know that I can from my books. 

Q. Where are you going to get the data from? 

A. Some of it is in my books. 

@. Where is the rest of it? 

A. I can get the data from the work itself. 

Q. How? . 

A. From the fact that a great deal of it was charged 
to the other bureaus, and you cannot find out that till 
you place all the work. 

Q. Ilow are you going to find ont the mouey that you 
got for each piece of work ? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Are you or are you not, or have you ever been, in a 
condition to state your account against the city? 

A. I think I could. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—Did you swear in your 
bankruptcy proceedings that you kept accurate books of 
account since 1867 ? 

A. I don’t know whether I said that or not. 

Q. Have you kept accurate books of account since 
1867 ? 
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A. They were not very accurate. 

Q. You have kept books of account, bnt they were 
not very accurate, and would not disclose the state of your 
affairs since 1867 ? 

A. They hardly would. 

Q. Ilow is it that your recollection as to real estate is 
better than as to other things? 

A. Because they were great things and involved the 
consideration of materials. 


Witness was ordered to appear again at the next meet- 
ing, and to bring with him the assignment to Shultz, and 
any other documents he may have that will serve to re- 
fresh his memory. 


The Committee then adjourned until Monday, the 26th 
inst., at 2 o’clock, p. m. 


a a ee 


TWENTY-FOURTH DAY. 


NovEMBER 26, 1877. 
Present—Alderman Lewis, 


‘ Cow1ne, 


sf SLEVIN. 


Joan H. Keyser, having taken the stand, his examina- 


tion which was continued from the 24th instant, was re- 
suined, as follows: 


[At Mr. Cotn’s request witness produced the two as- 
eignments made by him to Jackson 8. Shultz.] 
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Q. Did you sign these papers ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They were signed on the dates they bear f 

A. { don’t know. 

QY. Do you expect any immunity from the city of New 
York on the ground that you will give such testimony as 
you may be able concerning the Ring frauds ? 

A. Lam giving 

Q. Do you expect any immunity on account of giving 
testimony concerning the Ring frauds? Please answer 
my question. 

A. I can only answer you by saying I have testified. 


Q. But you must answer me by saying Yes or No? 

A. I can only answer you in that way, sir; I couldn’t 
do it (a pause); I testified to the best of my knowledge 
at all times (another pause); I believe that was the date, 
but when it was done 1 was so sick I couldn’t hold my 
head up. 

Q. When what was done? 

. Both of these papers. 

. Who held your hand while you wrote your name? 

. I don’t think anybody. 

. You could hold your hand up, could you? 

. Yes, sir. 

But your head you couldn’t hold up? 

. I couldn’t tell. 

. How were the papers before you ? 

. [ couldn’t tell; it’s a blank the whole of it. 

. Well, when you testified the other day that you 
were induced by the lawyers to do it, you didn’t know 

whether you were or not? It was all a blank? 

A. That was when it was done. 
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Q. But yon don’t remember to have signed the paper 
at all! | 

A. Oh, yes, I do. 

Q. Well, then, it isn’t all a blank. Let us see if we 
can’t fill np some of the rest of the blanks. Where 
were you when you signed that paper ? 

A. I was in my sick-room. 

. When you signed the first paper ? 

. Yes, sir. . 

. And when you signed the second paper ? 

. Yes, sir. 

Was General Barlow there ? 

He was. 

And you conld not raise your head from the pillow ? 
I was lying sick on the sofa. 

. Yon don’t know the day of the month it was, and 
no idea? 

No, sir. 

. What was the matter with you ? 

I conld not tell, except it was nervous prostration. 
. Consequent npon what? 

. Consequent upon the troubles in which I was in- 
volved. 

Q. To the best of your knowledge and belief, were 
these two papers executed on the date they respectively 
bear ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, that would have been a perfectly proper an- 
swer to have given to both of my questions. 

A. I would have been glad to have answered you, had 
I understood you better. 

Q. Have yon read these papers since you were on the 
stand, the other day ? 
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A. I have not. 

@. Can you tell how you came to sign those two papers 
—both of which are dated October 6, 1871 ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q@. Were you sworn the other day? 

A. I was; I told yon then that it was at the suggestion 
of my lawyer. 

Q. You have a claim still sath the city which you 
have testified was for work done and materials furnished 
prior to October 6, 18717? 

A. Part of it was for work done before that, and part 
after that, I think. 

Q. Did they give you any work to do after that? 

A. I did not finish up the contracts that I was on until 
December. 

Q. Some of it was for work done before October the 
6th, and all of it was for contracts before that ? 

A. I don’t know that. 

Q. Did you ever make a contract with the city of New 
York after you gave these assignments to Shultz ? 

A. I had many orders which I refused. 

Q. About what time did the orders from the city 
authorities come ?. 

A. I should think about November. 

Q. Now, to the best of your knowledge and belief, how 
much of this $250,000 claim, which you testified you have 
now against the city, accrued prior to the making of this 
assignment of October 6, 18714 

A. A very large portion of it. 

Q. Accrued before that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After you made these assignments, did you consider 
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that you had a claim against the city of New York on 
that part which had accrued before October 6th? 

A. (After a pause.) Not after those. 

Q. Then what do you mean when you swore here the 
other day that you still had $250,000 claims against the 
city ? 

A. I meant that there was that much work that had 
not been paid for; that’s all. 

Q. You did not mean anything atall when you said you 
had « good claim against the city ¢ 

A. [have no claims against the city ; most of the claims 
are in that assignment. 

Q. Have you read the assigument since my examination 
of you last Saturday? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Now the assignment reads as follows : 

“Tn consideration of $1, to me in hand paid by Jackson 
8. Schultz, of the city of New York, I do hereby sell, 
assign, transfer, and set over unto said Schultz all claims, 
demands, and causes of action which I have, or may have 
against the county of New York or against the city of New 
York, or either of them; and also all debts, sums of money 
due or owing to me by said county and said city, or Bites 
of them. Said Schultz is to collect said claims, demands, 
debts, moneys, or to release the same tu said city or county 
or to use then as offsets against any claims or demands 
which said county or city may legally and fairly have 
against me, according as one or the other of said courses 
shall appear to said Schultz to be in accordance with 
justice and fair dealing, or said Schultz is to make such 
other disposition of said claims, demande, causes of actico 
debts, and sums of money as he shall deem to be in mene 
ance with honesty, justice, aud fair dealing, and for ud 
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consideration aforesaid I hereby sell, assign, transfer, and 
set over unto said Schultz all bills, books, accounts, 
vouchers and papers, documents and instruments relating 
to or containing recerds or entries of any of said claims, 
demands, causes of action, debts, or moneys; and it is 
furiiuer provided, and this assignment is made upon the 
express condition that if any suits are or may be brought 
by either the city or county of New York against said 
Keyser, and if it shall become necessary that the legal 
title to any of said claims, demands, causes of action, 
debts or suins of money, shall be vested in said Keyser for 
the purpose of offsetting the same, or for the purposes of 
defense, then and in that case said Schultz hereby prom- 
ises and agrees to assign reassign any or all of said claims, 
demands, or causes of action, debts, sums of moneys to 
said Keyser, or for his request.” 
Joun U1. Kryser,” 


“Sworn to before me, the tth ¢ 
day of October, 1871, ) 


T. J. McCartny, 
Notary Public.” 


“Strate or New York, 
City and County of New York. 


On the 6th day of October, 1871, betore me personally 
came John H. Keyser, to me personally known, and known 
to me to be the person described in and who executed the 
foregoing instrument, and acknowledges that he executed 
the same for the uses and purposes therein named. 


(Signed) T. J. McCanrtuy, 
Notary Public, 
New York County.” 
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Q. What is that erasure (pointing to the words “ Orison 
Blunt, $1,881 ”) ? 

A. I don’t know. It is in my handwriting. 

Q. Can you guess? 

A. From my knowledge of the matter it ie a mistake 
and was crossed out. 

Q. Who crossed it out # 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. When was it crossed out ? 

A. That I don’t know. He paid that claim. 

@. Where has the paper been ? 

A. It should be the same as that in the Court. 

Q. What do you mean when you say “‘ that whereas I, 
John H. Keyser, of the City of New York, am indebted 
to the County of New York, and also unto the City of 
New York, in divers sums of money, which said sums I 
desire to pay, etc.,” if as you now say, the City of New 
York is still in your debt, or that, upon a fair accounting, 
you would be about even? 

A, I thought, when I made that assignment, that I was 
indebted to the city. 

Q. At that time you thought so ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What has happened since this paper was executed 
which, in your judgment, has changed the fact thet 
whereas at that time you were “indebted in divers sums 
to the City and County of New York,” now, you would 
not be? 

A. I have not said that. 

Y. What would be the explanation ? 

A. I thonght that from having made the overcharge 
against the city, that I was indebted to the city. 

Q. What did you mean, the other day, when you per- 
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sistently stated that, on a fair accounting, there would be 
but very little difference between you and the city ? 

A. I believed there would be, and I believe so still. 

Q. Is that all the explanation that you can give? 

A. I have just told you. 

Q. Well, I shall not press it if you can give no other 
—Was that all that was due to you from every person 
and corporation at the time this deed was made ? 

A. It was all that was taken in there at that time. 

Q. Was it a list of all the persons who were then in- 
debted to you? 

A. It was not. 

Q. Why was it that these debts were selected from 
others to be the subject of this assignment ? 

A. I could not tell you the real motive. There was 
no motive of mine init. I wished to screen them all. I 
would never have asked any of them to pay me a dollar 
back. I would never have asked Tweed or any other 
man to pay me a dollar back, and would not te this day. 

Q. Although you knew that Tweed got it fraudulently 
from the city by means of your raised bills, you would 
not have asked him to pay back a dollar? 

A. I do not care how they got it. They were all in 
trouble, and I did not care to trouble them any more. 

Q. By whose suggestion was it done? 

A. It was all done by the lawyers. 

Q. What lawvers ? 

A. General Barlow, and, I think, Mr. Peckham and Mr. 
Shultz. 

Q. Upon what theory were those names selected, and 
those amounts for restitution ¢ 

A. They said they would take them, and collect them. 

Q. Upon what theory were those particular claims 


652 


culled from the mass of claims due to you, and put into 
this assignment. Why those rather than others ? 

A. There was no mass of claims. 

Q. Can you give me no other answer than that ? 

A. My answer is that I don’t know—{after a pause)— 
upon the theory that those men were connected as default- 
ers to the city. 

Q. That they were connected as defaulters to the city ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Upon that theory, these claims were picked out 
from the other claims, and you turned them over to your 
trustee, Mr. Shultz? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now here is another deed of trust to Mr. Shultz— 
how did you come to make that ? 

A. Because they asked me to do so. 

Q. Did they give you any reason? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. What do you mean by that ? 

A. 1 don’t know. I simply signed the agreements that 
they made out for me. _ 

Q. I see that this second one has the name of F. G. 
Barlow signed to it as a witness, and that it is ac- 
knowledged before T. J. McCarthy, a notary publie—was 
General Barlow present ? 

A. I think he was present. 

Q. You don’t recollect any reason why th 
were made out instead of aie? yO ae ae 

A. No, sir. 


{Counsel here read the second assignment m 
Keyser to Shultz, as follows :-— ade by 


“Whereas I, John H. Keyser, of the city of New York 
» 
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am indebted unto the county of New York, and also 
unto the city of New York, in divers sums of 
money, which said sums I desire to pay or secure to be 
paid; now, therefore, in consideration of the premises 
herein, and the further consideration of one dollar to me 
in hand paid by Jackson S. Shultz, of the city of New 
York, I do hereby sell, assign, transfer, and set over unto 
the said Shultz all claims, demands and causes of action 
which I have or may have against the National Broadway 
Bank of the City of New York, and all debts and sums of 
money due, owing, or to become due or owing to me by 
or from said bank. 

And for the consideration aforesaid, I do further sell, 
assign, transfer, and set over unto the aaid Shultz all 
claims, demands, and causes of action which I have or 
may have against any of the persons, firms, or corpora- 
tions mentioned in thé schedule hereunto annexed, and 
all debts and sums of money due or owing, or to become 
due or owing to me by or from said persons, firms, or cor- 
porations, or any or either of them. Said claims, demands, 
causes of action, debts, or sums of money are wholly or 
mainly for work, labor, and services done and performed by 
me for said persons, firms, and corporations, during the 
time from January 1, 1864, to date, or for materials fur- 
nished by me to said persons, firms or corporations during 
said time, and are of about the amounts set opposite 
said names in said schedule, and are all due and 
owing to me. And for the consideration aforesaid, 
I hereby sell, aasign, set over and transfer unto 
eaid Shultz all bills, books, papers, accounts, vouchers, 
documents, and instruments concerning, relating to, show- 
ing, or containing entries rclating to said claims, demands, 
causes of action, debts, or sums of money. 


This assignment or transfer is made to said Shultz for 
the following uses and purposes, that is to say, said Shultz 
is to collect and enforce said claims, demands, causes of 
action, debts and moneys, and out of the proceeds thereof 
shall first pay the legal and reasonable expenses of col- 
" lection, and out of the balance, or net proceeds thereof, 
shall pay unto the city of New York and also unto the 
county of New York, such sums of money as I shall be 
found, npon a fair or just and fair accounting and allow- 
ance of legal proofs and offsets, to owe unto said city or 
county, or either of them. 


New York, October 6, 1871. 
Joun H. Krysen.”’ 


“In presence of 
Franow C. Bartow. \ 


“Srats or New York, 
City and County of New York. 


On this 6th day of October, 1871, before me personally 
came John H. Keyser, to me personally known, and known 
to be the person described in and who executed the fore 
going instrument, and acknowledged that he executed the 
same for the uses and purposes therein named. 


T. J. MoCarray, 


Notary Public, 
New York County. 
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The schedule hereinbefore referred to is as follows: 


ASHE Tires Tle aa i eae ee $1,661 38 
Vets EOCONNOI gs ieee 9,909 55 
eee ONTO Y  ee glatk sadly She's oth en os 2,510 54 
STUCCO 9 aes reg cet ee 5a 1,082 66 
Andrew Bleakley.................000 00 915 08 
TUSCAN? AVG TLITUE Sc aire ee er Oe ee 219 66 
ee VY OOUMWETO ised cts 4 ati, c's0 8 leis 19,832 44 
PSINCCRLLAVES 2 sel potas > cnc stenbe% 62.445 oi 4S6 88 
William Ml. T weed 2%. 6c cea nnes satis ts 41,177 77 
1d OS ST eee Re ee a amma eer 32,000 00 
WN USOM Go cers sig Pe ear hs aie ty woe os ae 399 83 
YG Bak GET SS ean een OPT SUNN ee 435 00 
GEAVEENGL caliente 11,361 00 
games McGowan... cir. 40% bepes ne es ss 34 50 
4 GAG | a aR iP ae ee ee re Jl 72 
Merence Farley. 2.0.5 cle cor oe Re «ee 2,444 85 
BW Ne OOCISCON | ore w eh ce oon ee ee 101 45 
eee TT BOOS $n ok ye ee faa 206 00 


I hereby further assign, set over and transfer to Jackson 
S. Shultz, for the purposes and trusts, and subject to the con- 
ditions, terms and words of the above assignment, and in 
consideration of one dollar to me in hand paid, receipt 
whereof is hereby acknowledged, the following bills, to 
wit: Orison Blunt, $1,801; Charles G. Cornell, $407.13. 


New York, February 16, 1872. 
Joun H. K&yser. 


Signed, sealed, and ea a 
in presence of 


Perxr B. Otnry.” 


Q. In the light of that assignment, will you please tell 
me why you swore the other day that the city still owes 
you $250,000 ? 

A. 1 don’t know that I have got your idea. 

Q. Yon ussigned, on October the 6th, 1871, all the debts 
and sums of money due or owing to you, to Jackson S. 
Shultz, for the benefit of the city and connty of New 
York ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How is it, then, that subsequent to that assignment 
you now persistently say that the city is owing to you 
$250,000, and that you have been sceking for several years 
to recover it? 

A. I never claimed it, and | never asked them for it. 
The explanation of it is that I told Mr. Shultz and Mr. 
Barlow that the city was still owing to me a large amount 
of money. They said that they would take those bills, 
and have them as an offset to the claims against me, and 
would give me a settlement and clearance. Mr. Shultz 
went in good faith to Mr. Green to try to have it done 
but I believe he never succeeded. I went with him At 
one occasion for that purpose. 


Mr. Cote—Now, that is a clear and business-like atate- 
ment. 


Q. Each one of these claims, so far as you know or ao 
far as you have been informed by any person whatever 
was collected or compromised by Jackson S. Shultz < 
trustee for the city aud county of New York—let aa 
call your attention to them separately—take the claim 
against John Fox, amount $1,661.38—was that collected % 

A. They were all compromised, but I could not tel] ~ 
for what sams. Something was got from them. pe 
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Q. Was anything got from R. B. Connolly—your claim 
against him was $9,909.55 ? 

A. Something. 

Q. Was anything got from J. T. Connolly—claim 
$2,510.54? 

A. There was, but I don’t know for what it was com- 
promised. 

Q. Was anything got from R. C. Hutchings—your claim 
against him was $1,082.66? | 

A. That I don’t know. 

Q. Was anything got from Andrew Bleakley—your 
claim against him was $915.08 ? 

A. I think not. 

Q. Was anything got from Andreas Willmann ? 

A. I think not. 

Q. Anything from E. A. Woodward—your claim 
against him was $19,832.44? 

A. There was. 

Q. How much? 

A. I don’t know, but I understand that $6,000, $7,000 
or $8,000 or in that neighborhood, was got from him. 

Q. Anything from James Hayes? 

A. I think he paid his bill. 

Q. Your claim against him was $488.66 ? 

A. Yes, Ithink he paid it without any trouble. 

Q. Was anything got from William M. Tweed; you 
claimed from him $41,117.77 ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much? 

A. In the neighborhood of $30,000. 

Q. Was anything got from N. E. King? 

A. I think there was something got from him. 

Q. How much—do you remember the amount tf 


42 
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A. Idon’t know. 

Q. It is a pretty big item, $33,000 ? 

A. I don’t know how much was got from him. 

Q. Give us your best information ? 

A. I think it was $8,000 or $9,000. 

Q. Did M. B. Wilson pay anything. His bill was 
$399.83 ? 

A. He paid his bill. 

Q. Was anything got from A.J. Garvey; your claim 
against him was $435? 

A. He paid his bill without any trouble. 

Q. Anything from J. W. McLean; your claim against 
him was $11,361? 

A. He paid something—a very small amount. 

Q. Anything from James McGowan, amount $34.50? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Anything from M. J. Farrell, amount $31.72 ? 

A. I don’t remember anything abont it. 

@. Do you know if Terence Farley paid anything ; 
your claim against him was $2,444.85? 

A. He paid something. 

@. Do you know how mnch? 

A. It may have been $1,000 or somewhere in that 
meighborhood. 

Q. Did Willian M. Eldelstein pay his clai 
ing to $101.45? eka hide 

A. Yes, I think he paid his bill. 

@. Did William A. Henry pay your clai against hi 
amount $206 ? Tehete a t him, 

A. I don’t remember anything about that. 


Q. Now, this erased name, Orison Blun posi 
which is the sum $1,801 ; what about that ? nBeE " 
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A. I think there was a mistake inthat. I do not think 
there was anything due from Blunt. 

Q. Did he pay anything? 

A. He paid something. 

@. As to Charles G. Cornell, your bill against him was 
$407.13% 

A. He paid his bill. 

@. Have you any idea of the amount which each of 
those persons paid respectively, or of the sum total ? 

A. Not the least. 

@. You put these claims in the hands of Mr. Shultz as 
a trustee for the city and county of New York? 

A. Yes, Mr. Shultz employed a bookkeeper to take ac- 
counts off. 

@. Under the arrangements which yon made in these 
two assignments, Mr. Shultz was appointed by you a 
trustce in behalf of the city of New York. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whatever was collected he collected ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have no means of knowing what the total 
amount was? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What is your best information in regard to the eam 
total ? 

A. I think the whole amount collected was in the 
neighborhood of $60,000. 

Q. And that $60,000, under this assignment, belonged 
to the city of New York. 

A. Yes, sir; after a fair accounting or settlement 
between us, if it should appear that I am indebted that 
sum to the city of New York; and he was to hold it till 
that settlement took place. 
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Q. That was your understanding of the paper at that 
time # 

A. I did not understand much about it when I signed 
the papers. 

Q. Well prior to your signing them, you said that you 
were in your usual health ? 

A. Lhave but little knowledge of those papers. 

Q. Your understanding of them was subsequent to your 
signing them—state to the Committee what your idea was 
of the purport of those papers—what did you intendto do? 
State as frankly as yon can? 

A. Those papers were forced out of me at a time when 
I was sick, weary, and not in a condition to understand 
myself. And at that time I wus so sick that 1 had to be 
carried away from my house the next night, and sent 
down South. Therefore, I am responsible and I ain’t re- 
sponsible for them papers. I know nothing about them ; 
and everything connected with them is dim in my mind. 

Q. You are in your right senses now, what is your 
idea—having heard those papers read, what is your pres- 
ent idea of their purport—what was J. H. Shultz to do 
when he collected those claims, according to your present 
understanding of these papers ? 

A. If on a fair accounting with the city as to the 
amount of work done and the materials furnished to the 
city, it should be found that there was a difference in m 
favor, he was to pay that money to me, but if I owed the 
a pIaee he was to pay it to the city. 

. It was your understanding that Shultz shou 
that ea until an accounting should be had ? ere 

A. Mr. Shultz and myself tried for fou 

settloment, but could ar succeed. Tae SOREESE & 


(. As a man of good business capacity and in hig sober 
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senses, is itnot your understanding of the purport of these 
papers that Shultz should have retuined the money col- 
lected on those claims until there was a settlement or ac- 
counting between you and the city, and if the balance’ 
should be in your favor, he was to pay it to you, but if 
you owed anything to the city, he was to pay it to the 
city ? 

A. Well, don’t the writing express it? It depends on 
how the writing expresses it. That is all I can say. I 
think as you do about it. 

@. Please tell me what has actually been done under 
and by virtue of these deeds of trust ? 

A, Mr. Shultz went to work and collected these claims 
and offered to settle with the city, but failed to do so; 
waited two years and then returned the money back to 
me. 

Q. What do you mean by saying he tried to make a 
settlement ? 

A. He went with me to Mr. Green and tried to get him 
to put experts on all of my work, and to examine it and pass 
upon it, and I would furnish him men, and horses, and 
wagons, and point out the work, locate it all over the city ; 
and after a great deal of persuasion Mr. Green did ap- 
point men and commenced and I went over the city and 
showed them work, for the space of two or three months 
I showed them; and all at once the thing was suddenly 
dropped and they left me. 

Q. Why did Mr. Green hesitate, and why did it re- 
quire a great deal of persuasion ? 

A. Well, because he’s naturally pig-beaded ; that’s all. 

Q. Did his pig-headedness evince itself by anything 
that he said ¢ 

A. I think it did. 


662 


! Q, Tell us what he said # 

A. I could not remember. 

Q. Well, as near as you can f 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. I will not take that for an answer, so you may as 
well tell me ? 

A. My answer is that I have no recollection about it- 
He treated me very brusqnely. 

Q. What did Mr. Shultz have to say to him ¢ 

A. Ido not know. They had their private conver- 
sations together about it. 

Q. In your presence what was said ? 

A. I only knew from what Mr. Shultz tld me He 
said that Mr. Green agreed to settle up with me, and 
upon this promise I surrendered my books and agreed to 
testify in the Ring suits. Mr. Shultzeaid that Mr. Green 
did not keep his word. 

QY. Did he tell you why ? 

A. No, sir; but he told me very often that Mr. Green 
did not do as he had agreed to with him. 

Q. Did he state in what particular he would not do 
what he had agreed to ? 

A. Mr. Shultz appointed Mr. Olney to act for him ie 
appraising the value of my work and Mr. Green appoint- 
ed somebody else, and these two were to adjust the whole 
matter. Mr. Olney did his part and pushed the thing. 
He went often to Mr. Green at my solicitation ; but at last 
it was suddenly drupped. Mr. Green did not keep his 
word which he had made in the presence of others. 

Q. What others? 

A. Mr. Tilden, Mr. Havemeyer, Mr. Stebbins, who was 
President of the Public Parks. Atthe interview in which 
this whole matter was suggested, Mr. Tilden took down 
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the law and showed Mr. Green that he had a right to set- 
tle the claims; and he agreed to do so. It was upon this. 
agreement that I was to be used as a witness and that [ 
gave up my books. Mr. Shuitz kept faith, but Mr. Green 
did not. 

Q. Did Mr. Shultz tell you that Mr. Green gave any 
reasons for his not carrying out his agreement? 

A. Mr. Shultz often told me that he was obstinate. 

@. You often talked it over with Mr. Shultz? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Can’t you remember anything about what Green. 
was represented to have said in those connections? 

A. He said that he would appoint a committee to exam- 
ine this thing, and carry it out. 

Q. And he was obstinate without good reason ? 

A. I know no reason why he did not comply with his 
agreement. 

Q. Was it not his opinion that no extra work which 
could be pointed out as having been done by yon, could 
offset the 334 per cent. which you had added to your bills 
and fraudulently taken from the city? 

A. As] understood it then, and as it was always explained 
to me, if I gave up tothe city the amount of the extra 
work I had done and some $49,000 they held of money 
belonging to me under assessment work, I was to be en- 
tirely relased. 

Q. The $40,000 and the claims you had ? 

A. No, sir; Ihadn’t nosuch idea in my mind of ever 
giving them claims up. I hadn’t no such idea in my mind 
when I signed that docament. . 

Q. Ah! Was there an arrangement between you and 
Mr. Shultz that he should hold them awhile, and then 
give them back to you? 
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A. Oh no. 
Q. Then why do you say, in the face of that assignment, 


' that you never had an idea of giving up those claims ? 


A. ’Cause I didn’t think they’d ever be called for. 

Q. But they had been called for and delivered under 
this deed of trust, and some of them collected, yet you 
say you had no idea of giving them up? 

A. Well, I didn’t know at that point. I--. The idea 
I gathered from Mr. Shultz was that he had done his 
best to get a settlement, and they wouldn’t have it, and 
then he gave it back to me. . 

Q. When he gave it back to you, why did he make you 
give him mortgages ? 

A. Well, I suppose as a measureof precaution and 
safety. 

Q. And you gave him second mortgages on property 
already mortgaged beyond its entire value ? 

A. No, sir; the mortgages he held at those times were 
valid over and above everything, but the bad times came 
and madeeven them valueless. ‘ 

Q. Did you tell him they were second mortgages ? 

A. I told him honest, just as they were. 

Q. Then the sum of money Mr. Shultz lent you was 
all in one sum ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you any recollection of the sums you re- 
ceived ? 

A. No, sir; except they aggregated about the amount 
‘he had and were paid along from time to time, occupy- 
ace eee six months, in small sums of from $2,000 to 


Q. And every time he delivered a sum to i 
takea mortgage? tine ie® 
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A. Oh! He took all the mortgages before. I think his 
lawyer took them before he went to Europe. 


Q. Was that to secure paymeut of money he was sub- 
sequently to make to you by aconcerted plan between you 
and him ? 

A. It wer’n’t no plan. 

Q. Agreement, then, if that is a less offensive word ! 

A. Mr. Shultz sent for me before he went to the great 
fairin Europe, and says he, “ Keyser, I don’t want to be 
bothered with this thing any longer, andI can’t get any 
settlement,” or words to that effect ‘and I want to have 
this thing closed and off my mind before I go;” and I 
told hin I was on the eve of bankruptcy then ; and he 
says, “ You go to my lawyer (Mr. Peter LB. Olney), and have 
him draw up securities that will hold me harmless, and I 
will return you your money.” I very gladly done so, and 
these were executed about the time he went away, or im- 
mediately after, and sent down to his own office, and then 
from time to time, as I needed money, it was given to me, 
over his counter, by his cashier, and I paid my debts. 

Q. Mr. Shultz had left instructions with his cashier to 
give yon money as you needed it ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, dow’t von know that this money which Mr. 
Schultz gave you was money that he lent you himself, 
upon these mortgayes on your property ¢ 

A. [think that he considered that he loaned ime the 
money. . 

Q. Then why have you been saying that he gave you 
back this money which he held in trust for the city, and 
putting him in such an unenviable light before the com- 
munity ? 
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A. I don’t think I gave that idea. He only returned 
‘me my money that belonged to me. 

Q. Yon swore the other day that he loaned you this 
money ¢ 

A. Well, I swear it again. Of course he did, and took 
mortgages for it. If he had any motive it was only to re 
lieve a man that was being broken down by others. 

Q. Then it was not the trust money he loaned you ? 

A. You know what money it was. It was that money 
there. 

Q. But that money there was not Mr. Shultz’s money 
to loan, was it? Heheld it in trust. Now, was it the 
trust money that he returned to you, or was it his own 
money that he loaned to you ? 

A, Well, I understood the city never accepted him as 
trustee. It was the money represented in that sched- 
ule. 

Q. Now, in that light do you think that was a personal 
loan to you, or a return of the money he held as trustee ? 

A. I think it was a personal loan to me. 

Q. Ah, then he still holds and is responsible for the 
$60,000 he collected and held in trust for the city ? 

A. I suppose—— 

Q. Then, on a fair accounting between you and the 
city, if it turns out that you owe money to the city he 
must still turn over that money to the city ? 

A. No, no; that is not my idea. I don’t know what 
fund Mr. Shultz lent me from. He told his cashier to 
pay me. That’s all. 

@. Then when he said he was tired of the thing and 
wanted to give back the money, he did not mean any- 
thing ? 

A. Ob, yes; be meant he was going to return me my 
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money. But when you ask me if it was held in trust for 
the city of New York, I don’t know. He loaned me the 
money under this trust-deed. 

Q. Did youhave the titles to the property searched ? 

A. Mr. Olney had. 

Q. Did you pay the expense of that ? 

A. It came out of the fund. 

QY. It came out of the $60,000 that Shultz returned to 
you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know how much came ont in that way ? 

A. I never knew. 

Q. Is there any way by which yon can ascertain ? 

A. No, sir. 

@. How much did you receive in all from Mr. Shultz ? 

A. I could not tell you that. His own statement will 
show you that. 

QY. I want you to give your statement ? 

A. It is in the neighborhood of $60,000. 

Q. Who paid the law expenses for searching the title 
to your property on which you gave him mortgages ? 

A. That was paid for out of the fund. 

Q. Who paid them? 

A. I don’t know? 

Q. How then do you know that they were paid ont of 
the fund ? 

A. Because I understood Mr. Olney to say so. In his 
disbursements he said that he had charged them. 

Q. Charged against whom and collected from whom? 

A. He took it out of the fund. 

Q. The fund was never in his hands? 

A. It all went through his hands. He was the lawyer 
in this case. 
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Q. In what case? 

A. In all the cases. 

Q. Did they hold that fund and turn it over to Mr. 
Shultz—I am speaking now about the fees and charges 
for searching the titles—was it in the hands of Mr. Shultz 
when you wanted to get it back into your hands ? 

A. I don't know but they were paid from the claims 
which Mr. Shultz had collected. 

Q. That money which yon borrowed from Mr. Shniltz 
upon mortgages on your property, did the charges for the 
law expenses come out of the fund ? 

. I think so; but I am not clear on that subject. 
Well, I would not say so if I waa not clear. 

. It might have been paid by Mr. Shultz. 

. You did not pay it? 

. Ido not know. 

. Do you know whether you paid Mr. Olney ? 

. Ido not know. 

. Have you any way of ascertaining that fact ? 

. I have no remembrance of it now. 

Q. Ilave yon any data by which you can refresh your 
memory—any check-book, any entry, or anything—did 
you pay it by check or in money? 

A. That I do not know, I have no remembrance of it 
now. 

Q@. Are you familiar with the course of business with 
regard to lending money on bond and mortgage, as to 
who pays the expenses of the transaction ? 

A. Yes, I am pretty familiar. 

Y. What is the practice ? 

A. The practice is that the man that gets the m 
pays the expenses. 

Q. Who got the money in this case ? 
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A. I did. 

Q. I see that you have your books here; can you point 
out to me two or three entries of those bills which you 
raised? I want tu see a case of a raised bill as it appears 
on your books. ) 

A.I could not do so. You can examine the book 
yourself. 

Q. Will you help me? Please to turn to that portion 
of your books which states the amount of money that you 
received from the City and County of New York, between 
the first of January, 1868, to 6th of October, 1871, when 
you made this assignment, and show me a single item 
which records some money which you received from the 
City and County of New York, at any time ? 

. I could not do so from the books here. 
. Why? 

. Because it is not in my power to do so. 
. Well, why ? 

. Because it is not in my power. 

Why? 

. Because I have not the power to do so. 
Why is it not in your power? 

. I cannot tell you why. 

. Why can’t you? 

. I can’t tell you why. 

Q. That is no answer. Why is it not in your power, 
with the booke before yon, to point out an item which 
records any money received by you from the City of New 
York? That is a very easy question, compared with some 
which I put to you today, and which you answered off- 
hand. 

A. I cannot do so. 

Q. Why? 


bh. 
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A. Because the entries that came from the first Board 
of Andit and from the second Board of Audit were all 
massed together, and the dates were altered and they are 
not in a condition so that I could show you any ways 
straichtly. 

Q. Well then, show me crookedly. I do not expect 
you to show me a straight transaction. I expect to find it 
a very crooked business. I simply wish you to show me 
a place in which there is recorded a single transaction with 
the city. Please do that? 

A. (No answer.) 

Q. I want to see an entry where you got the money on 
one of these warrants. Show me one ? 

A. The ledger will show it, under the head of the New 
County Court-house. 

Q. Does it contuin an account of all the work you did 
during those times ? 

A. It contains an account of the work that I charged 
under that head, from January the 4th, 1869, down to 
March the Ist, 1871. 

Q. All theentries against the New County Court-house ? 

A. It contains all entries of the work for the New 
County Court-house; but it does not contain an account 
of the work done for the other departments. 

@. You have no idea now, after the thing has been 
called to your attention, how much your accounts against 
the New County Court House amount to? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Aud during all this time yon and Mr. Shultz have 
been making strenuous effurts to have a settlement with 
the city. Low could you ascertain the amount of your 
claims against the city ? 

A. I knew from the money that | had paid out. 
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Q. Did you carry all these figures in your head ? 

A. No; but I separated the checks. 

Q. Had you any data to show Comptroller Green how 
much was due to you? 

A. I knew that I had paid out for labor, in checks, 
$500,000, and I paid in bills $150,000. 

@. What else did you know that you had done ? 

A. I knew that there could not be any great difference 
between us when we came to a settlement. 

Q. Is that the ouly thing ? 

A. I never kept any account in the books. I could not 
tell you one account from another. 

Q. What part of the business do you now attend to? 

A. I attend to the out-door department. 

Q. During all these years that you have been unjustly 
accused of defrauding the City of New York, you never 
had the curiosity to try to find out, even for your own in- 
formation, how you stood with the city? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Then why is it you say that you were repeatedly 
pressing Comptroller Green to settle with you, when you 
have not the slightest idea of your affairs or how you stand 
with the city ? 

A. I did not think there was any great difference be- 
tween us. 

Q. Now, suppose you had transactions with an individ- 
ual and not with the city, and that there was a great con- 
troversy between you and him: he said that you owed 
him some money and you said that he owed you some 
money—now would not the first thing naturally be to go 
to your books and say, “ Here is my statement of the 
transaction ?” ; 

A. It might be so. 


Q. Would it not be so? 

A. Yes, it would be. 

Q. You were exceedingly anxious all the time to settle 
with the city of New York, and believed, as you say, that 
there would not be much difference between you, yet you 
have never attempted to make up a statement of your ac- 
counts with the city, and now say that you cannot tell 
why yon have not done so? 

A. No, sir; I cannot tell you why. 

Q. I would like yon to do that—to make up yourself, 
or get your bookkeeper to make up, an account of how 
much you charged the city and county of New York for 
work done and materials furnished, according to your 
own figures—will you do that for me ? 

A. It would be an impossible thing to do. 

Q. I mean according to the ledger—it is balanced like 
every other ledger, I snppose—that would not be im poe- 
sible * 

A. In 1871 there was an approximate statement made 
of something of that kind. It was like this, as I have 
tried to recollect and bring itdown. I paid out for labor 
in checks $500,000 from 1868. I paid out for bills 
$150,000 ; and I paid, in checks, for stock, materials and 
sundries, $750,000 —the checks of which are all here now. 
The aggregate was something over $2,000,000. 

Q. Is that with the 33} per cent. additional, or without 
it? 

A. That was with the 33} per cent. on some of it—how 
much I do not know. I should think it might be on one- 
third of it—of the $2,000,000. 

Q. You have accounted for $1,400,000—give me the 
figures over ayain ? 

A. I paid out $500,000 for checke, and in bills, about 
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$150,000. I paid in checks for stock and sundries. 
$750,000—which the general memorandum, taken in 
1871, shows something over $2,000,000 taken altogether. 

Q. That is very well as far as it goes; what other items 
go into the $2,000,000 ; the labor and materials you have 
accounted for? 

A. These books and the memorandum show about 
$2,000,000. 

Q. That two millions now comprises, as you think, all 
that yon ever did for the city? 

A. Yes, sir, something over $2,000,000. 

Q. How much more? 

A. About $2,150,000. 

Q. Now on one-third of these bills 334 per cent., has 
been added ; that would be, in round numbers, $720,000 on 
which you added 334 per cent; so that leaves, in round 
numbers, $240,000 which you fraudulently took from the 
city by your own figures ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, that appears to be a very business-like state- 
ment ; I would like you to have made out for me an item- 
ized statement of the $500,000 which you have in this 
schedule { 

A. They are all here. 

Q. I want you to go to work and have this done ? 

A. I have no bookkeepers now to go to do it. 

Q. Do you own any stock in the Keyser Stove Works? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And they only give you $1,500 a year? 

A. Only $1,200. 

Q. How do you account for your present unfortunate 
condition ; where isthe money all gone? 

A. 1 was a bankrupt when the “ Ring” troubles broke 
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out, and mortgaged my house within two weeks afterwards 
to get money to go away; I mortgaged my house for 
$10,000. 

Q. What suits have you testified in—what Ring suits ? 

A. I have testified in two of the Tweed suits, and in the 
one against Oakey Hall. 

Q. What was the purport of your testimony, as you now 
recollect it, in the Tweed cases ? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Did you know at that time anything about these 
frands—did you know about his receiving any portion of 
this 8334 per cent. when yon testified ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What were you called upon to testify concerning ? 

A. Concerning my own bills. 

Q. Simply that you had raised them and were told to 
do so by Woudward or Watson ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you asked anything concerning your know]l- 
edge of who got the 33% per cent. ? 

A. I don’t remember, because I never knew it. 

4). You don’t remember whether that question was 
-asked you? 

A. No; the first explanation I saw that was satis- 
factory, was what I read of Mr. Tweed’s evidence before 
this Committee. 

Q. You were not enlightened by what was brought out 
in the Tweed trials ? 

A. I did not put much confidence in them, as they 
‘consisted of figures. 

Q. And you, a8 a business man, don’t place much con- 
‘fidence in figures? 

A. | have got 8 much better insight into matters now. 
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Q. Now, do these books contain all the data which is 
necessary for us to ascertain how much you charged to the 
city for work done and for the materials you furnished ? 

A. They do, together with the memorandum books 
which I can give you. I will be glad to explain all that I 
can. 

Q. Did not Mr. Taintor go over these books ? 

A. No; Mr. Barrow did. 

Q. Did he get all that is in them? 

A. He did, except the back work and the first Board of 
Audit work. 

Q. I want you to give us all the information you can 
about those items which we find here ? 

A, Mr. Brennan, the then Comptroller, kept me out of 
my pay for nearly three years, and when the new Board 
of Audit came in, the accounts sent to the first Board of 
Audit and those in the Board of Supervisor's office were 
all lumped. 

Q. They were all in Mr. Barrow’s statement ? 

A. No; he never got them. 

Q. You took all those back claims and lumped them ? 

A. Some were paid and some were not paid. I gave 
them those that were paid and them that were not paid. 

Q. Will you indicate those which were paid and those 
which were not paid ? 

A. I will. 

Q. I want you to do for us what you failed to do for 
Mr. Green when you wanted a fair accounting between 
yourself and the city. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—Were you ever guilty, or 
did you ever perpetrate any other fraud against the city 
of New York, except adding 33} per cent. to your bills? 

A. I don’t think that I ever was. 
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Q. When did that commence? 

‘ A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Do you remember when it was that the suggestion 
was made to yon, that you should do it 7? 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. How did it strike you at the time this suggestion 
was made to you! 

A. The city was owing me ‘very largely, and I was 
- compelled to do that or to lose the whole of my claims. _ 

Q. And you did it to save yourself? 

A. Mr. Brennan, the Comptroller, had refused to pay 
me, and kept me out of my money for years. 

Q. What reazon did he give? 

A. I was a Republican, and they wanted to crowd me 
out. 

Q. Did they give that as a reason ? 

A. No, they did not give that asa reason, but it was 
well understood. 

Q. What was well understood ? 

A. That Mr. Brennan wanted to “work in” Morgan 
Jones. Mr.’ Tweed, Bell, Blunt and others told me to keep 
on with the work and they would see that nobody should 
get it from me—that I done it faithfully and well, and 


was the only one who do so, and they would always keep 
me in for that reason. 


Q. Did Mr. Brennan ever pay you any bills after that ? 
A. Now and then he did, but very little. He kept me 
out of a great portion of my bills. 


Q. Through whose instrumentality did you get this 
work ¢ 


A. From the Board of Supervisors. 
Y. Was it through any one in particular ? 
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A. No, it was because I did the work well. I was a 
favorite with them. 

Q. Was that the reason ? 

A. I think so. . 

Q. When did you first commence to do work for the 
city of New York? 

A. It is twenty years ago—when Mr. Conover was the 
Comptroller. 

Q. Yad you always rendered fair bills to the city of 
New York, before you added this 33} per cent. to them # 

A. I have. 

Q. That was the first time that you fell from grace ? 

A. I think so. 

Q. You say that you don’t remember the first time it 
struck you about the honesty or dishonesty of doing 
that ? 

A, I don’t remember. 

Q. What year was Mr. Brennan Comptroller; do you 
remember ? 

A. No, sir, I don’t remember. 

Q. Did Mr. Brennan continue to pay you money on 
account of your bills? 

A. My bills accumulated. The bills from the first 
Board of Audit were taken out and were placed with 
those in the Board of Supervisors. Some of those bills 
are in that office yet. 

Q. And some of those bills had the 33} per cent. added 
to them ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Can you approximate the amount ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What is the reason you did not sue the city ? 
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A. I could not tell you. I have not been e in 
law suits any more than I could help. . 

Q. Supposing, Mr. Keyser, that it should be ascertained 
on a fair accounting between you and the city, that, by 
reason of this 33} per cent. being added to your bills. you 
are now largely indebted to the city and county of New 
York, is it your intention to make good the amount you 
are owing to the city ? 

A. It is a hard question to answer for a man who is a 
bankrupt. 

Q. What is now your intention ? 

A. You can only jndge of what I should do by the 
past. I failed twice before in my life, and have since paid 
up every dollar of my indebtedness. 

Q. You have not made the city a party in your bank- 
ruptcy proceedings ? 

. No, sir. 

. For what reason did you not? 

. The only reason was that they were outlawed. 

. The claims against you were outlawed ? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Is that the only reason # 

- I don’t think, besides that, on a jnst accounting, I 
owe the city anything. 

Q. That was merely guesswork. You have never set 
down to make up any account between yourself and the 
city ? 

A. Not definitely. 

Q. How did yon happen to select Mr. Shultz as your 
trustee in this matter ? 

A. Well, sir, there was a great cry raised against me 
here, and great threats made, and I knew Mr. Shultz, 
but not very well. I went to him, knowing him to be a 
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good and faithful man, and I laid my case before him. 
He said: “ Keyser, if I can help you, I will help you.” 

@. Can you state whether you were the means of de- 
franding the city out of $2,000,000? 

A. I do not know what the claims are against me. 

Q. You have stated that the city owes you $250,000, 
and you state now, on your oath, that yon cannot say 
whether you did not help to defrand the city out of 
$2,000,000—how van you reconcile these statements ? 

A. There is a great deal charged as having been paid 
to me that I never received. 

Q. Was it not all paid to you in warrants? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And many of the warrants, you say, never passed 
through yonr hands? 

. No, sir. 

And were made payable to your order? 

Yes, sir. 

. But your name was forged ? 

Yes, sir. 

. And you never received the money ? 

. No, sir. 

. And did not authorize any other person to receive 
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. Only when I was away. 

Q. Do you know of any instance of your name having 
been signed without your authority ? 

A. I have not investigated them. I don’t know that I 
ever authorized any one to sign a warrant for me. 

Q. Have you ever seen any warrants where your name 
was forged ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many? 


A. A great many. 

Q. Can you tell how many? 

A. No, air. 

Q. Then you have been the dupe of other people in this 
matter ? 

A. [have to an extent. 

Q. When did you see those vouchers with the forged 
indorsments ? 

A. I saw them when I was in the Comptroller’s office. 

Q. They are all gone now—destroyed, are they not ? 

A. Some of them are and some are not; I had taken 
some of them out which they say had been paid; I went 
to the Comptroller's office and he ordered the bills to be 
sent out to me; they were taken out and put intoa drawer, 
but while there the vouchers were stolen. 

Q. If I should produce them here you would have no 
difficulty in separating those that were forged from those 
that were not ? 

A. I think not. 


Mr. Core—Come here again to-morrow and I will have 
the vouchers here, and I want you to separate those which 
are forged from those which are not. 


Q. You have a brother in Florida who is a preferred 
creditor in your bankruptcy proceedings, have you not ? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. What is the amount of his claim ? 

A. $68,000. 

Q. Upon what state of facts was he made a preferred 
creditor ? 

A. $10,000 he checked out of his bank to me, and 
$38,000 he loaned me previously. 


681 , 

Q. Which was secured by what ? 

A. By nothing. 

Q. How did he get a preference over other creditors ? 

A. Because he was my brother. 

Q. You gave him a preference over other creditors ; 
why? 

A. Because he was my brother. 

QY. Do you think that one’s brother has, in good con- 
science, 3 legal preference over other creditors in bank- 
ruptey proceedings ? 

A. Ithink when he checked $10,000 to me ont of hie 
bank, that I would not be much of a brother if I had not 
given him a preference. 

Q. Do you understand that the fact of a debtor’s being 
a brother to a bankrupt is a good reason for his being in- 
cluded in the list of preferred creditors ! 

A. I don’t know anything about the legal part of it? 

Q. What preference has a brother in business matters— 
why, in your judgment, should a brother be made a pre- 
ferred creditor in bankruptcy proceedings ? 

A. Because I chose to make him so. 

Y. Who made out your schedale ? 

A. It was a man by the name of Gallagher and myself. 

Q. Did you tell your lawyer that the only reason your 
brother was u preferred creditor was because he was your 
brother, and for that reason you made him so? 

A. I don’t remember what I told him. 

Q. In talking over the matter with your lawyer, did you 
tell him that you wanted to put in your brother as a pre- 
ferred creditor merely because he was your brother ! 

A. I don’t remember anything about the fact. 

Q. What is your present understanding with regard to 
the law of the matter? 
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A. I don’t know what the law is. I know the fact is 
80. 
Q. Suppose your brother's debt was for borrowed 
money, and suppose you had other debts to other persons 
also for borrowed money ? 

A. I suppose blood would come in first. 

Q. When you made a sworn statement in which there 
were two classes of creditore—one preferred and the other 
ordinary creditors—what did you understand was the 
difference between the two classes # 

A. I don’t understand inuch about the law, but I have 
an indistinct remembrance that the bankruptcy law allows 
you to do anything within a certain nomber of months. 
1 don’t remember but it was probably done within that 
time. 

Q. The money was borrowed money ? 

A. It was a check ont of the bank. 

Q. Was there any connection of any sort between you 
and Mr. Shultz previous to this? 

A. No, sir; I was a stranger tohim. He simply took 
me up and acted towards me as the best friend I ever 
had. 

Q. He was acting for you in this matter? 

A. Yes, sir. He was befriendinga man who had been 
beaten down. : 

Q. You understood that he was befriendi : 
this matter ? po TEA 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Acting for your best interests; and seei 
harm should come to you? [aa hart ee 

A. Yes, sir. 


The Committee then adjourned til] next day, 27th inst 
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TWENTY-FIFTH DAY. 


Novemser 27, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
ss Oowrne, 
ss SLEVIN. 


Joun H. Keyszr resumed his testimony as follows : 


Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Tell me, if you please, Mr. Keyeer, 
what was the origin of these claims which were assigned 
to Mr. Shultz for the benefit of the City of New York. 

A. They were all for work and materials furnished at 
the places or residences of the respective parties, for all 
kinds of plumbing, stove work, etc. 

Q. And afterwards you charged it against these persons 
respectively in your jonrnal on the days in which the 
work was respectively done and charged for? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And the accounts were culled from your books ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At that time did you have a number of other claims 
against solvent persons ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But you were only. required to sign the claims of 
those persons specified in your schedule to the City of 
New York? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. The newspapers, or some of them, have reported 
yon as saying that the name of Orison Blunt had got into 
the claims by mistake ? 

A. Yes, I made a mistake; I never presented a bill to 
him which he did not pay. 

Q. Did you not assign the claim against Orison Blunt 
to Mr. Shultz? 

A. I did. 

Q. What did you mean, then, by saying that it was a 
mistake ¢ 

A. It was a mistake I made, and I corrected it. 

Q. But did he not owe you so much money 

A, No—only a part of it. 

Q. But you did assign the claim to the city ? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. So it did not get in there by mistake ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. 1 understand that some of that claim was collected ? 

A. Yes, sir, some of it. 

Q. (By Alderman Oowmve)— Was it not your intention, 
in case these frauds had not been discovered, to make 
a present of these claims to the different persons men- 
tioned ? 

A. I might have intended to collect them from them. 

@. In case you had not been found ont ? 

A. I should never have endeavored to collect them. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Thongh these bills were only val- 
uable after they came into your trustee’s hands for the 
benefit of the city, you would never have collected them ? 

A. They were equitable bills. 

Q. It was understood by Fox and the others that 
would not charge for the work ? 

A. No, sir; that was not understood. 
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Q. (By Alderman Cowme)—But you would never 
have pushed them? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Don’t you consider that that was generous towards 
the city ? 

A. If I had failed, 1 should have considered them 
equiteble bills due to me. 

Q. You only gave to the city those bills which you in- 
tended to make presents of ? 

A. I had not that view. 

Q. But in point of fact that was 80? 

A. It turns out so. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—After those bills had been assigned 
to Mr. Shultz, and the money was paid back to you, that 
was clear gain of so much money that you would not 
otherwise have received ? 

A. Probably not. 

Q. And the city did not get anything ! ’ 

A. No, sir. 

Q. 1 asked you the other day if any suits had been 
commenced against you, and 1 understood yon to say that 
there never had been any ? 

A. No, sir, there never was any? 

.Q Did you ever know of a suit which was brought in 
behalf of the tax-payers by Mr. Devlin against you, Jack- 
son S. Shultz, and others ? 

A. I knew there was something of that kind—a tax 
suit. 

Q. What became of it ? 

A. I never knew. 

Q. Who were the lawyers against you in that suit ? 

A. I never knew. 

Q. Did yon have any papers served ¢ 
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A. I think so. 

Q. The papers and summons were served on you Ls 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that is the last you heard of it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who were your lawyers? 

A. I will correct myself ; I think I made some reply to 
that suit through some attorney, but I cannot recollect his 
name. He was a stranger to me. His office was in 
Broad street. It must have been through Mr. Peckham 
that I went to him. I don’t know his name or who he 
was. I was sent to him. 

Q. By whom? 

A. By Mr. Peckham. 

Q. Mr. Peckham told yon to employ this man ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who did he employ to defend you in that matter ? 

A. 1 may think of his name by and by. I don’t 
know it now. I never saw it but once. 

Q. Did you pay him a fee ? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Who were the other defendants in that suit besides 
‘ you and Jackson S. Schultz? 

A. I don’t know; I think there were one or two others, 
but I don’t know. I think one was Andrew J. Garvey. 
I have no recollection of anybody else. I heard Mr. 
Garvey say that this lawyer had been at his office ? 

Q. How did you come to consult Mr. Peckham as to 
the lawyer you should employ in your defence ? 

A. I don’t recollect. 


Q. Was he not prosecuting the Ring suits at that time? 
A. Yea, and he was using me as a witness, 


Q. He was at that time representing the people in those 
Ring suite ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you come to consult him as to whom you 
should employ to defend you ? 

A. These papers were served npon me, and I asked Mr. 
Peckham what I should do with them; und I was referred 
to this lawyer in Broad street, to take charge of the case. 
I went to him, and he made ont a paper for me to sign, 
and I signed it. 

Q. Who did? 


A. This lawyer. 

Q. Do you know what that paper was? 

A. It was some reply in the case. 

Q. Did you pay him a fee? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he demand a fee? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much? 

A, He demanded $190, and I put it into my liabilities. 


J had no money to pay him with. 

Q. In your numerous transfers of real estate (I have a 
full list of them here) I want to know what lawyers you 
employed to pass those titles. Take them and look over 
them and see what lawyers were employed to pass the 
titles when you sold the property ? 

A. Shall I write anything myself in the margin ? 

Q. Write anything you, please that will illustrate the 
matter; here, also, are the warrants on which are indorsed 
“J. H. Keyser and Company,” and “J. H. Keyser?—I 
want you to separate the forged from the genuine ones ? 


[Mr. Keyser was here handed a number of deeds and 
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a bundle of warrants, when he retired to a back seat to 
make the required examination and selection. While he 
was occupied in eo doing, Mr. E. A. Woodward was called 
to the stand). 


E. A. Woopwarp was examined by Mr. Cole, as follows : 


Q. Have you been sworn ? 

A. I have, sir. 

Q. State your name, age, and residence ? 

A. Elbert A. Woodward, 41 years of age, residence 
‘South Norwalk. 

Q. Connecticut? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you first enter public life) Mr. Wood- 
ward ? 

A. I think in 1858 or 1859. 

Q. In what position ? 

A. 1 was Assistant Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 

Q. Prior to your being regularly appointed as Clerk or 
Assietant Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, had you been 
employed as a volunteer clerk ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For how long? 

A. Probably four, five, or six months. 

Q. What duties did you perform while you were a vol- 
unteer clerk ¢ 

A. I assisted the clerk in his duties. 

Q. What official duties did you perform while you were 
an assistant clerk ? 

A, The duties of an assistant clerk. 

Q. What were the duties of a clerk of the Board of 
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Supervisors with regard to the presentation of claims 
against the county ? 

A. He received the claims and presented them to ae 
Board. 

Y. He received them from the claimants Qe 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And presented them to the Board ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After that the Board acted upon them ? 

A. The Board would receive them and refer them to 
the proper committees ? 

.Q. After they were acted upon, did the clerk have any- 
thing more to do with them ? 

A. Ife would draw up a copy of resolution and attach 
his name to it or direct one of his assistants to do so. 

Q. And then the warrant to pay the bill in case it was 
favorably acted upon by the committee would be drawn 
up. 
sia A certified copy of the resolution would go to the 
Comptroller’s office, and after examination the Comp- 
troller would sign it, and then it would go to the Mayor, 
and he would sign it; and then it would go to the Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors, and he would sign it; and 
then it would go to the County Auditor to be given tothe 
claimants. 

Q. And the County Auditor would give it to the claim- 
ants { 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was the first time that you knew of an inten- 
tion on the part of certain members of the Board of Super- 
visors to require persons who had claims against the city 
to raise them in order that percentages might be paid to 
those officials ? 

44 
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A. I don’t know as I can remember the date. 
Q. About what time ? 
‘A. My presumption is that it was done all the time, but 

I became aware of it in 1869. 

Q. How did you become aware of any such practice ? 

A. I was directed by Mr. Watson to receive certain per- 
centages from persons having bills against the county, and 
to pay over a part to Mr. Tweed and part to him. 

Q. What position did he occupy ? 

A. He was County Auditor. 

Q. He directed you, some time in 1869, to do what ? 

A. To receive certain percentages. 

Q. Did he direct you to instruct the claimants to add 
the percentages to their bills ? 

A. No; he instructed them himself. 

Q. Was it to you or to Watson that Ingersoll went when 
he said that he had been directed by Tweed ? 

A. I think he was sent to me. 

Q. Tell me what passed between you and Ingersoll ? 

A. Very few words passed between us. He said that 
I was to manage his affairs now. Very few words were 
said. I understood what he meant. 

Q. What percentage did you demand and receive on 
behalf of the Supervisors’ Ring for claimants ? 

A. I don’t know as I received any. 

Q. What did you tell the claimants ¢ 

A. This was done under the Board of Audit. 

Q. Lam talking about the Board of Supervisors ? 

A. I received nothing from them under the Board of 
Supervisors. 

Q@. Well, including the time of the Supervisors’ 


what was the customary percentage paid by clair 
A. Fifteen per cent. 


“Ring,” 
nants ? 


691 


Q. Did you have any connection with that matter? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Not during the Supervisors’ time ? 

A. There might have been an odd case which I have 
forgotten. 

Q. Do you recollect any case ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you cognizant of that corrupt arrangement in 
the Board of Supervisors ? 
. I cannot say that 1 was cognizant of it. 
. Do you mean by that answer that you were not ? 
. Ido. I mean that I had nothing to do with it. 
. But you knew that it was going on ? 
. I knew by rumor that it was. 
. You had heard of it ? 
. Yes, sir. 
. During the existence of what was called the Super- 
visors’ “ Ring,” you had nothing to do with those per- 
centages, either in demanding or receiving them, except 
in that case the particulars of which you have forgotten. 
When, then, did you begin to take an active part in collect- 
ing those percentages ? 

A. I think it was in 1869. 

Q. Tell me under what circumstances you first began 
to take an active part in that matter ? 

A. Watson, at that time, told the tradesmen who had 
bills against the city that I would manage the matter. 

Q. What matter did he tell them you were to manage f 

A. That I would receive 65 per cent. of those bills and 
that I should pay 25 per cent. of that to William M. 
Tweed and the balance to him. I retained sometimes 
24 per cent. for myself, sometimes 5 per cent., and some- 
times nothing. 
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Q. The arrangement was that yon should receive 
from the claimants 65 per cent. of their warrants and pay 
out of that 25 per cent. to Tweed, and the balance to 
Watson, except 24 or 5 per cent. to yourself ? 

A. Sometimes I received nothing. 

Q. What was Watson to do with the balance? 

A. He told me that he had to pay it to the Comptroller. 

Q. How much? 

A. I think it was 20 per cent. 

Q. What was the Comptroller’s name ? 

A. R. B. Connolly. 

Q. Who else was he to give to? 

A. He told me that he had to givesome to the Chamber- 
lain’s office. 

Q. What did you understand from the conversations 
with him, and from other conversations, was meant by the 
*¢ Chamberlain’s office? ” 

A. I understood it to mean Peter B. Sweeney, of course. 

Q. How much was he to get? 

A. I think 10 per cent. 

Q. Where did the balance go ? 

A. Of course, Iam telling what hetold me. He aaid 
that the remaining 10 per cent. was for the Mayor’s office. 

Q. Who was to get that? 

A, A. Oakey Hall. 

Q. You paid over the dividends to Tweed ? 

A. A few times I may have done 0, and a few times I 
deposited it in the Broadway Bank for him. 

Q. Who represented, in this matter, R. [B. Connolly ? 

A. James Watson. 

@. Who represented the Chamberlain’s office ? 

A. James M. Sweeney. 

(. Who represented the Mayor’s office 
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A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did you ever hear of Hugh Smith being connected 
with that matter at any time ? 

A. No, sir; I have not seen any percentages psid to 
anybody except Tweed. 

@. Did you ever hear of Hugh Smith being connected 
with these matters? 

A. I have been informed that he was. 

Q. Where did you get your information about Hugh 
Smith ? 

A. I may have got it from the newspapers, or from 
Tweed, or from Tom, Dick or Harry. 

Q. That was your impression ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have paid percentages yourself to Tweed ; were 
you ever present when any of these percentages were paid 
to R. B. Connolly f 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you ever present when any of the percentages 
were paid to Peter B. Sweeney ? 

A. No, sir. 

QY. Nor to A. Oakey Hall? 

A. No, sir. 

Y. Not to anybody but Tweed ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Your infurmation about others was obtained from 
one or other of the members of the Ring ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. You say that sometimes you got nothing, sometimes 
24 percent. and sometimes 5 per cent. on those war- 
rants—can you indicate on what proportion of them you 
were paid 5 per cent. commission ? 

A. No, sir, I could not. 
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Q. Is there any way in which you could make a rough 
calculation by which we could approximate the amount ? 

A. No, sir. ' 

Q. Nor on what portion yon were paid 24 per cent ? 

A. No, sir; I gave my share of the commission on 
McBride Davidson warrants to Henry Smith. — ; 

Q. That was a matter of friendship between you and 
Henry Smith? 

A. No, sir; it was his matter and I had nothing to do 
with it. 

. What do you mean by that ? 

. He made an arrangement with Davidson. 
. And you gave him your proportion ? 

. Yes, sir. 

. How much was that ? 

. Five per cent. 

Q. Do you know the sum total of the warrants which 
were drawn in your name and which bore your indorse- 
ment ? 

A. No, sir, I do not. 

Q. Does the account in the Broadway Bank show the 
total amount of those raised fraudulent claims which 
passed through your hands. Did yon get any percentages, 
except on those for which the money was deposited in 
the Broadway Bank ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. In no case did you'receive money or pay it out ex- 
cept through the Broadway Bank ? 

A. Not that [remember. The expert has al! that list 
compiled, and it will show you the full statement of the 
matter. But I am perfectly willing to answer all your 
questions. 


Q. The amount deposited in the Broadway Bank, on 
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September 1, 1871, was $3,581,254.86, and the checks on 
it amounted to $931,832.50. Now the deposits repre- 
sented the warrants that passed through your hands ? 

A. Yes, probably. 

Q. And the checks represented what ¢ 

A. They might have represented the amounts drawn 
by Keyser, Ingersoll, Davidson and others. 

Q. The different persons who had claims ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. Explain, if you please, the difference between these 
two amounts. That seems to remain still in the bank? 

A. No, | wish it was still there. 

Q. Where is it ? 

A. The balance probably was drawn in cash, in bills. 

Q. And yon have no means at all of ascertaining how 
mnch money you yourself retained of these fraudulent 
percentages ? 

A. I should think it would be onan average 24 per 
cent. on the whole amount. 

Q. Upon the $3,581,254.26 of the warrants deposited 
in that bank ? 

A. Yes, sir. ; 

Q. Have you ever been called upon to testify in any of 
these Ring suits? 

A. Ihave been notified to do so, but I was not called 
upon to testify. 

Q. Did you ever receive a larger proportion of these 
warrants than 5 per cent. ? 

A. Oh no! no, sir. 

Q. I call your attention to certain warrants which 
really should have been drawn to the order of Ingersoll, 
which were drawn to the fictitious name of A. G. Miller ? 
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A. I treated them all as Ingersoll’s own legitimate 
bills. 

Q. Did you pay over to Tweed, or deposit for Tweed’s 
account, the percentage which was coming to him on 
A. G. Miller’s warrants ? 

A. I presume 1 did—I have no doubt of it. 

Q. I ask you the question becanse it has been said that 
you took not only your own 5 per cent. but Tweed’s 25 
per cent., and gave as a reason that Tweed did not know 
who Miller was? 

A. That is a mistake. I think Mr. Ingersoll did not 
ewear to that. I think you are mistaken abont it. 

Q. Now, I want you to tell me the modus operands 
with these bills—take the case of a claimant who pre- 
sented a bill to you, and put it through all the stages # 

A. Do you mean through this Board of Audit ? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

A. In the majority of instances, 1 never saw the bill 
till it came into the Clerk’s office with a warrant, when [ 
would take it over to the Mayor’s office. It then came 
back again, and, if I had anything to do with it, I would 
retain 65 per cent. 

Q. Describe it more particularly ? 

A. The warrant would come into the Clerk’s office and 
he would sign it. I would then take it, with the bill at- 
tached, to the Mayor’s office and he would sign it. In the 
first place the warrant would come in from the Comp. 
troller’s office with his signature and that of the Gott. 
Auditor. It was then taken to the Mayor’s office, and fed 
Mayor would sign it and return it to the Clerk’s oma = 
si then indorse it and deposit it in the Broad way 


@. What would you do then ? 


697 


A. I would take 25 per cent. of it to Tweed, and the 
balance of the 65 per cent. to Watson. 

Q. Where did yon meet to make this division ? 

A. In the Chamber of the old Board uf Supervisors. 

Q. How often? 

A. It might be once a day. 

@. Whenever you had any warrants ? 

A. Yes, they might be in there waiting. 

Q. You would get together, and what would you do? 

A. [ have already told you. 

Q. When you met together, how would you divide— 
you would retain 25 per cent. for yourself and Tweed ? 

A. Watson would always give me the figures marked 
with pencil on a piece of paper. 

Q. And you would go by thas memoranduin ? 

A. Always. 

Q. The tradesmen who, from time to time, were engaged 
in these frandulent practices, claimed that they had, at 
times, some basis for their bills; that part of their bills 
were for real work done and real materials furnished— 
now, was there ever any scrutiny into the facts concerning 
any bill? 

A. [think not. But I always believed there was some 
foundation for every bill. 

Q. What foundation was there for your percentage ? 

A. [ suppose there was as much foundation for that as 
for anything. 

Q. But what honest foundation was there fur the 24 per 
cent. you retained ? 

A. That might have been the honest part of the bill? 

Q. For all you know, the part you kept was the honest 
part of the bill ? 

A. [think so. I think it was the hardest earned. 
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Q. So you don’t think there was anything dishonest in 
your percentage ? 

A. No, sir, I don’t. 

Q. And even now, don’t you think there was anything 
wrong ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you at the time drawing a salary apart from 
these percentages ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What were the legitimate duties for which that 
salary was paid you, as near as you can make out ? 

A, To look after Mr. Tweed’s interests. 

Q. What was your salary? 

A. I don’t remember now. I might have got $5,000 a 
year at the time. y 

Q. Don’t you know what salary you got ? 

A. I could not tell whether it was $5,000 or $3,500. 

Q. It was between $3,500 and $5,000 # 

A. I cannot answer that. 

Q. But the salary that you got, yon got for looking 
after Tweed’s interests ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. What else did you do besides ? 

A. Every thing that the clerk required of me. 

Q. What else did yon do? 

A. I had pretty nearly charge of the reports. 

Q. Did you do that for nothing ? 

A. You may put it in that light if you choose. 

Y. What did you get for that ? 

A. I took it all in. 


Q. When you were paid a salary for looking after Mr. 
Tweed’s interest do you think there was nothing neces- 
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sarily wrong in your taking this percentage in addition to 
your salary ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And yon still think so? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you think it was wrong for Tweed ‘to take the 
25 per cent. ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Connolly ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it wrong for Peter B. Sweeney ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was it wrong for Hall to take any? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, will you explain why it was wrong for Hall, 
Sweeney, and Connolly to take percentages, and not wrong 
for yon and Tweed ? 

A. Because those years there was a Republican Legisla- 
ture, and that Republican Legislature had to be bonght, 
and, as I understood it, Mr. Tweed had to pay the money, 
and J thought it right and proper for him to reimburse 
himeelf. 

Q. Do you think it right and proper to bribe a Legisla- 
ture to procure legislation ? 

A. I had nothing to do with that. 

Q. But do you? 

A. I think every Legislature is bought more or less. 

Q. That is historical, not cthical. Do you think it is 
right ? 

A. I don’t know whether it is right or wrong, I had 
nothing to do with it. 

Q. Well, letting the question of Tweed’s moral respon- 
sibility pass, why was it right for yon to take the money? 
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A. Well, I earned it. 

Q. How—in looking after the collection of this swag? 

A. Call it what you please. : 

Q. Well, percentages we will say instead of swag. You 
think you earned a share in getting it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you consider the city should have paid you for 
dividing this money among the members of the Ring? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your present occupation ? 

A. Farmer. 

Q. Were you # man of means when you were in the 
employment of the city ? 

A. That I don’t think you have any right to ask me. 

Q. You refuse to answer ? 

A. No. I don’t refuse; if you compel me to answer, I 
will answer. 

Q. I am trying to find out what you got from the city? 

A. I have told you the truth, Mr. Cole; I don’t know, 
and therefore I don’t think you have any right to question 
further? 

@. You refuse to answer ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are you a man of fortune now ? 

A. Well, Iam pretty comfortable; I don’t know how 
much I am worth ; I am heavily in debt, and my property 
rat not be worth anything; I have some real estate in 

onnecticut—always had it; never covered u anything ; 
it is open to Ahh z 

Q. You object to telling the Committee how much you 
had when you were in the Supervisors’ office ? 

A. I certainly do; becauseI don’t think it is the Com- 
mittee’s business. 
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Q. Do you think you were worth $10,000 ? 

A. TI do. 

Q. Do you think you were worth $20,000? 

A. Tam not going to anawer any more questions about 
it; I refuse by advice of my counsel. 

Q. Who is your counsel ? 

A. That is my business. 


Mr. Joan D. Townsznn—lI did advise him that, having 
settled with the city, it was none of anybody’s business to 
inquire into his private affairs. 


Q. Now, with regard to the settlement with the City, 
was ita written settlement ? | 
. I don’t know. 
. You never saw it? 
. No, sir. 
Have you any objection to tell us? 
. My counsel did it. 
Yon have no knowledge of how it was done? 
No, sir. 
How then, do you know it was done? 
I know that [ was released. 
By whom? 
By the District Attorney. 
Have yon got that release ? 
I don’t know anything about it. 
Have you got a written release ? 
I don’t know anything abont it. 
Did you ever have a written release f 
No, sir; not in my possession. 
Did you ever see a written release? 
. I never asked to see one. 
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Q. How then, do you know that you have had a re- 
lease ? 

A. Because I am here. 

Q. Tweed is here, yet he has had no release ? 

A. I cannot answer that question. 

Q. You think it is absolutely certain that you have had 
a release, because you are here? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You don’t know who gave you that release ? 

A. I don’t know anything about it. That is a matter 
for my counsel to answer. 

Q. Now, you say that you have never seen a release 
from the city, and all that you know about it is only what 
your counsel has told you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And yet you refuse to answer any questions about 
what property you had when you entered into the employ- 
ment of the city ? 

A. Yes, sir; I do, upon the advice of my counsel. 

@. You don’t know through whom that release was 
effected ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You don’t know the terms of that release ? 

A. I don’t know exactly what you mean. 

Q. I want to know what were the terms and conditions 
of that release; what you were to do and whut the city 
was todo? Who spoke for the city? 

A. I suppose Mr. Wheeler H. Peckham. 

Q. What were the conditions of the release ? 

A. I wasto pay $105,000, cash down, and $50,000 with 
interest, at the expiration of six months’ time. He was 


to release me both civilly and criminally, and I was to 
free. Z 
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Q. From all suits and actions of every kind? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And that was perfectly understood between you 
and Mr. Peckham? 

A. Between my counsel and Mr. Peckham. 

Q. Have you ever spoken to Mr. Peckham about the 
release ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You paid $105,000 cash ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The Comptroller has received only $100,000? 

A. That I uuderstand was to be given to the City, and 
I paid $5,000 for the expenses of the law business. 

Q. ‘To whom? 

A. To Mr. Peckham. 

Q. You paid him a fee? 

A. No—not a fee, but the costs of the suit. 

QY. I want to know how far the suit had gone ? 

A. I was absent from the city, and therefore I don’t 
know. 

Q. You paid $100,000 to the Comptroller, and $5,000 
was to be paid to Mr. Peckham—was any more ever 
received by the Comptroller ? 

A. I was to pay a note at six months of $50,000—my 
counsel paid it. 

. Did you pay that note? 

A. I did. 

Was it paid at maturity ? 

It was—six months after date, with interest. 
. That would be about July, 1877? 

Yes, sir. 

. To whom did you pay that $50,000 # 

To iny counsel. 
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Q. John D. Townsend t 

A. No, sir. 

Q. To whom? 

A. To General Smith of Norwalk. 

Q. Did you give a receipt? 

A They had a mortgage upon my property for that 
$50,000, and I believe he got a release of it. 

Q. Did you see the papers ¢ 

A. No; 1 have not seen them. I know that I owe 
$40,000 towards that payment on account of it. 

Q. The Comptroller instructs me that -he had not re- 
ceived that last payment at the treasury ? 

A. I paid $105,000 cash down. I gave my note at six 
months for $50,000, secured, and I agreed to be a witness 
for the people. 

Q. One purpose of this investigation is to ascertain 
whether these compromises were proper to be made; now 
in that view I would like you to give some idea as to the 
amount of your percentages ? 

A. I could not. 

Q. Do you think they amounted to as much as $150,000. 

A. I think they did. 

Q. How much more? 

A. I don’t think they amounted to much more. 

Q. Do you think they amounted to any more ? 

A. I think not, when I paid my political and other 
assessments. 

Q. I would like to get some idea of the amount ? 

A. You cannot from me, because I don’t know. 

Q. Well, have you not an idea whether they amounted 
to more than $150,000 or much more? 

A. I have no idea. 
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Q. From what you have left, can’t you form eome idea 
from that data? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Do you give that answer under oath? 

A. I try to tell the truth as well as I can. 

QY. Do you think that your percentage amounted to as 
much as $500,000 ? 

A. No, air. 

Q. I mean including all your political and other aseess- 
ments > 

A. No, sir; I don’t remember. 

Q. Linsist upon an answer to that question ? 

A. Well, sir, I don’t know. 

Q. Do you think that your percentage amounted to 
$400,000. 

A. I don’t remember. 

Y. Do you think they amounted to $300,000? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Do you think they amounted to $200,000? 

A. I don’t know. 


Mr. Cote here reminded the witness that if he did 
not answer the questions more definitely he would be 
under the necessity of sending the witness before a Judge in 
Chambers. He would therefore request the Committee 
to instruct him what he should do. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowme to witness)—When you say 
that you have no recollection, you mean that you don’t 
know! 

A. No, sir; I don’t know anything about it, because I 
never kept any memoranda. 

45 
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Q. You cannot approximate to the amount ? 

A. I presume that I might have received $150,000, 
$200,000, or $250,000. I don’t know., 

Q. You have no recollection ? 

A. I have no record at all, and I could not say whether I 
received a percentage on certain bills or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Cotz)—I do not expect you to be accurate, 
but you can surely tell whether your illegitimate profits 
amounted to more than $100,000? 

A. Idon’t think anything at all about it. 

Q. Then how do you reconcile the fact that you swore 
you did not receive as much as $200,000, with the state- 
ment that you don’t think anything at all about it ? 

A. You expect me to give you an answer when I cannot, 
because I have no recollection. 

Q. You cannot tell whether or not you received 
$400,000? 

A. I cannot tell. 

Q. Then you might have received that much ? 

A. I have no recollection. 

Q. So it might have been $400,000 for all that you 
recollect to the contrary ? 

A. I have no recollection. 

Q. Will you swear that you did not receive $400,000 ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Will you swear that you did not receive as much as 
one million # 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you swear that you did not receive $700,000 ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say that you will swear that you did not receive 
as much as that? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Was it over $100,000 ? 

A. It might have been $200,000"or $300,000? 

@. And that is as near as you can approximate to it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you, have you been a witness before 1 

A. Never. 

Q. This is your firet appearance as a witness ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you under advice of ‘counsel before you came 
here to testify ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he advise you not to answer certain questions 
that were put to you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. There ia a certain line fof examination which you 
have permission to answer ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And a certain line which you are not permitted to 
answer ? 

A. Yes, sir; he told me not to answer some questions 
in case they were put to me, on the ground that I had 
made a settlement with the city. 

Mr. Corzr—Was it Mr. Townsend who so instructed you 
about those matters ? 

Mr. Townsenp said that he gave the witness no such 
advice as that. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowme)—You say that you com- 
menced working for the city in 1868 or 1869? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Do you think that these irregularities commenced 
before that time ? 

A. Tdo. I believe that the city is now, and always 
will be, swindled. 


Ward. 
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pay! 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. And you give that from your own knowledge and 
experience ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you have no doubt that the city is being now 
swindled out of money ? 

A. I suppose that they are paying now more than they 
ought to pay. 

Q. And you have gained that knowledge from many 
years of experience in the city government? . 

A. Yes, sir. The city isn’t like an individual. It hasn’t 
the money to pay when the work is done, and the claim- 
ant has to wait, maybe six months, maybe ten years. [ 
have known cases where just bills were not paid for 
ten years, and all that has to be taken into consideration. 

Q. And you think these percentages are a punishment 
on the city for being a slow paymaster ? 

A. Rather by way of recompense to the claimant for 
having to wait for his money. 

Q. Do you think that, in good morals, you had the 
right to receive percentages upon claims against the city ? 

A. I didn’t bother my head about it. 

Q. Why do you conclude, that the city will always 
have to pay percentages on claims against it? 

A. Well, because I believe, as long as public officers are 
turned out of their positions after a year or so’sservice, and 
new one’s put in their places, it will always be so. 

Q. Then you are in favor of civil service reform ? 

A. I should be if I took any interest in politics, but I 
don’t bother myself about politics any more. 
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Q. Do you know of any instance now in which the 
city is being defrauded ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you give them any opinion by which they could 
arrive at fixing $155,000 as a basis for your settlement 
with the city ? 

A. No, sir. My counsel did that. I believe that they 
visited my property and made up their minds as to what 
they could collect. 

Q. Were they correct in their judgment # 

A. I don’t know what opinion they formed. 

Q@. You had nothing put away quietly ? 

A. Thad nothing covered up. 

Q. You gave them no information whatever ? 

A. I gave them all the information they asked. I told 
them everything I knew. 

Q. Did you give them any more information than you 
have given us to-day ? 

A. {don’t remember whether 1 did or not. I have 
answered every question that I possibly could answer. 

Q. Oh yes; 1 think you have answered very frankly 
indeed. 

A. Tam willing to do so, I assure you. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowre)—Was the proposition to 
settle with the city for $155,000 made to you or by you? 

A. Idon’t know; I will say this, that I was always 
in favor of settling for money ever since [ went away 
rather than go upon the witness stand. 

Q. Did you try to find out how this particular sum of 
$155,000 came to be fixed upon? 

A. I don’t know. It was an understanding between 
the two counsel in the case. 
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Q. Who represented you in your negotiations with the 
city ? 

A. I was represented by Mr. John D. Townsend in the 
criminal suits, and by General D. Smith, of Norwalk, 
Conn., in the civil suits. 

Q. Can you etate how much money you have received 
from the City and County of New York which came to 
you by way of percentages ? 

A. 1 don’t know. 

. Did you ever know? 

. No, sir. 

. Can't you approximate it ? z 

. I think it was two or three hundred thousand dol- 


. And you have some money left? 

. Yes, sir. 

. You are a man of good standing and respectability 
in Norwalk, where yon live, are you not? 

A. I hope so. 

Q. Now, do you think it is a fair thing to keep back 
any of the city’s money ¢ 

A. I don’t think I have any of the city’s money. 

Q. But you say you received $300,000, and only paid 
back $150,000? 

A. Well, P’ve none of the city’s noney left. 

QY. But you confessedly have not giveu back as much 
as you frandulently obtained, and you are in position to 
make restitution of more? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, how much more could you restore if impelled 
by a moral conviction of the necessity of dealing with the 
city with perfect honesty ? 

A. I couldn’t restore another dollar. The $150,000 
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was all I could restore, and I don’t think you have any 
right to ask me those questions. 

@. I wieh to see if you are reformed ? 

A. I am not a reformer. 

Q. And you would still do the same thing over agaip 
if you had a chance? 

A. I don’t think there’s one in this room who wouldn’t 
do it if they had a chance. 

QY. That is not complimentary to the people in this 
room—do yon include yourself ¢ 

A. Oh, yes, of course I do. 

Q. Then the city’s compromising with you has not made 
any better man and citizen of you? 

A. I am not a citizen of New York, and have got 
nothing to do with it. 

Q. I am trying to get at your idea of what might hen- 
eatly be expected of you t 

A. You have no right to ask me those questions, Alder- 
man ; but if you ask my opinion of politicians, I can only 
say I never met an honest one, and I don’t believe there’s 
an honest politician in the world. 

Q. And you still insist those 24 and sometimes 
5 per cent. was an honestly made percentage on your 
part ? 

A. I think I earned it. 

Q. And you still think it was honest ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you are not willing to pay back to the city any 
more of the money you fraudulently obtained from the 
city, to make restitution as far as isin your power? 

A. Ihave settled with the city, sir. 

Q. Yon don’t estimate the honesty of your fellow-men 
very highly ? 
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A. I never saw an honest politician in my life. 

Q. Never did? 

A. Never, sir; and my experience is about as good as 
anybody’s in this room. 

. Have you met all politicians? 

. I have met all stripes of them. 

. And never found an honest one ? 

. Never. 

. What do you predicate that on? 

. On my intimacy with them. 

. May it not have been due to your unfortunate 
‘experience ‘in having been connected with dishonest 
men ? 

A. It may have been so, but yon asked me for my 
opinion, and I have given it to you honestly ; I may have 
been more unfortunate than others, but I don’t think so. 

_ @. Do you know now of any other illegal practices as 
to which you have not been particularly interrogated ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have stated all that you know from the time 
you first commenced your connection with these frauds up 
to the present time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—Did you ever sign the name of John 
H. Keyser, or Keyser & Co., on the back of any war- 
rants? 

A. I did. 

Q. Did you have a power of attorney to do so? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was the power of attorney in writing. 

A. Yes, sir; it was in his own handwriting. 

QY. Was it limited to any particular time ? 

A. No, sir. 
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Q. So wherever your indorsement appears upon the 
back of a warrant yon did it under his power of attorney # 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Take these (handing witness a bundle of warrants) 
and point out which ones you signed ¢ 

A. I presume I signed the whiole of them. 

Q. Look over them. 

A. I have done so; I have looked at them all. 

Q. Look at the dates and see if you were empowered 
to indorse them at the time you did # 

A. Yes, sir; I know I was. 

@. Look at these and see if you signed them (hand- 
ing witness sone other warrants). 

A. They are in the same handwriting. 

QY. And these—in whose handwriting arethey? (hand 
ing witness three others). 

A. Thev don’t look to be in iny handwriting; I don’t 
think they are. 


[These warrants that witness testified had been signed 
by him nnder the circumstances stated had been selected by 
William H. Keyser as forgeries; and three of them which 
witness could not identify as having been indorsed by 
him, were again submitted to Keyser for inspection, and 
he said that he did not know or was not sure, but they 
might have been signed by himself.] 


@. I understand with regard to these vouchers that 
with the exception of three, you signed thein all under the 
power of attorney given you by John H. Keyser, and that 
John H. Keyser was Keyser and Company ¢ 

A. He gave mea power of attorney to sign for both,and 
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his reason was that he did not want to hang around the 
City Hall. 

(John H. Keyser was here asked if he was pre ared 
to say that he had not signed the three warrants referred 
to, and he replied that he would not swear to that, that he 
did not kuow, that he was in great doubt about it.] 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—From 1858, the time when 
you commenced working fur the City Government, down 
to what time did you cease working for the City ? 

A. I think it was in 1870. 

Q. Were you engaged in any other employment or 
business except serving the City and County of New 
York? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When you commenced working for City and 
County Government, how much were you worth ? 

A. I don’t remember. 

QY. Were you worth as much as $100,000 in 1858 or 
1859, when you were first employed by the City and 
County Government ? 

A. I was a young man, then. 

Q. Were yon worth as much as $100,000 at that time? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. As much as $50,000? 

A. No, sir. 

Q@. As much as $25,000 ? 

A. I could not answer that. I was married about that 
time, and my wife brought me—— 

Q. Leaving out what your wife brought 
worth as much as $25,060? ediah hcisaesan ete 

A, No, sir. 

Q. You commenced to work ona salary of $1,500 a 
year ? 


715 


A. I don’t know, it may be less. 

Q. How many years did you work for the County of 
New York for that salary, or less? 

A. I worked till 1870. 

Q. At that salary? 

A. No, I did not say that. 

Q. But you received for your services more than that,as 
you continued in the employment ? 

A. I could not say the amount, but I received as much 
as $5,000 a year. They used sometimes to pay me two 
or three thonsand dollars for extending the tax lists, etc. 

Q. Well, including what you received for your services 
on the tax lists, and other services in the County Clerk’s 
office, how much did you receive a year? 

A. It might be $10,000, $12,000, or $15,000 8 year. 

Q. How many of those years did you receive as much 
as $15,000 ? 

A. Oh, it might be several years. 

Q. Uow many should you think? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. How much have you been worth at any time 
between 1858 and 1871? 

A. I could not answer that; I was a heavy speculator 
in stocks, sometimes losing and at other times winning. 
Watson and I were partners, and we speculated a good 
deal. If we won, the profits would be divided, and if we 
lost the losses would also be divided between us. Some- 
time my losses were very heavy. 

Q. Did you keep books of accounts during these years ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you cease working for the county of New 
York ? 

A. I Jeft off of my own free will in 1870. 


716 


Q. At that time how much were yuu worth ? 

A. I could not tell. 

Q. Were you worth as much as $500,000 # 

A. It might be. Probably I was at that time. 

Q. And you state that from the time you commenced 
down to the time you ceased working for the county, you 
had been upon a salary which nover amounted to more 
than $15,000; and much of the time did not amount to 
more than $5,000? | 

A. I used to take all I could get, and the Board of 
Supervisors were very liberal to me. 

Q. About how much did it cost you to live per annum ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did it cost yon as much as $10,000 ? 

A. IT have no recollection. 

Q. Do you think that your political assessments and 
the money you spent from 1858 to 1869 amounted to that 
annually ? 

A. I could not tell. 

Q. Taking the year 1859, can you tell? 

A. No, sir; because I was then making money in Wall 
street. 

Q. Did you not spend as much every year as you were 


getting from the City of New York by way of legitimate 
salary ? 


A. No, sir. 
Q. What year can you remember during; which you 
were unable to save a portion of your salary ? 


A. I never remember a year in which I did not save 
some portion of it. 


Q. How much did you save a year ? 
A. I have no recollection. 
Q. Did you ever save as much as $5,000? 
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A. I have no recollection. 

Q. Was this $150,000 made up of percentages which 
you received from Tweed and others ? 

A. No, I think that most of it was made in stocks. 

Q. What stocks did you buy? 

4. Watson and I speculated together. He was my 
partner, and we divided the profits and losses. 

Q. You cannot tell now how inuch of that money was 
abetracted from the County Treasury ? 

. No, sir. 

. Can you approximate the amount ? 

. No, sir. 

. Will you swear that one-half of it was not? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Will you swear that no more than $155,000 which 
you paid back on settlement with the city ? 

A. I am willing to swear that if I had to do the thing 
over again, I would not have made any settlement at all. 

Q. What would you have donet 

A. I think I should have stayed away. 

Q. You settled then under a misapprehension. Do you 
think you did yourself an injustice in making the settle- 
ment? Do you think the city profited by the settlement 
—got more than its just due f 

A. No; I mean that if I had known beforehand how 
little I wonld have left after settling, I wouldn’t have 
settled at all, but would have stayed away altogether, and 
never have come beck. 

Q. Why, what you have left gives you a good living, 
doesn’t it ? 

A. Not much. 

Q. What are you doing now 

A. Oh, I’m farming, tinkering around, speculating a 
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little. But it’s my own business what I’m doing now, not 
yours. 

Q. I only wish to ascertain if you really had not enough 
left to enable you to live like a prince. 

A. I’ve seen a good many princes abroad that didn’t live 
very well. 


The Committee at this. point was declared adjourned 
until next day at eleven. Mr. Cowing telling Woodward 
to refresh his memory in the meantime upon the matters 
which he had apparently forgotten. Woodward boister- 
ously declared he was willing to sit until midnight to get 
through, but he did not think it was fair to keep him 
several days away from home to the neglect of his busi- 
ness. 


Alderman Cow1ne —In view of the munificent manner 
in which the city has treated you, you ought not to 
object to giving it three or four days of your valuable 
services for nothing. 


Woopwarp—Well, as to that, I do not know that 
I am serving it. The opinion is very general that this 
Committee is doing the city an injury by making this 
testimony public. I think it is the opinion of the Corpora- 
tion Counsel’s Office. ; 


Alderman Lewre here rapped for order, and said the 
witness had no right to make such remarks. 

Woopwarp—Well, that is the opinion, and I ain’t 
afraid to express it. 


Mr. Coxe said that, speaking for the Counsel to the Cor- 
poration, that statement was not correct. 


The Committee then adjourned until the next day at 11 
o’clock a. M. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH DAY. 


Novexper 28, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewss, 
Ly Cowi1na, 
ae SLEVIN. 


The examination of Woodward was resumed, as 
follows : 


FE. A. Woopwarp—Mr. Chairman, I desiro to make an 
explanation. I will say that I have been reported as hav- 
ing been impertinent und impudent to this Monorable 
Committee at the last meeting. I wish now to say that 1 
had no desire or intention of being #0; and if I wus so, 
inadvertently, 1 ask your pardon and offer every apology. 
I am also represented as saying that Iam not sorry for 
my share in these frundulent practices. I am sorry, and 
have always been in favor of making restitation, Actions 
speak louder than words. 

Q. (By” Alderman Cowme)—You have said that you 
were advised by some persons in the Corporation Counsel’s 
office that this investigation was of no ged to the city. 
Will you please state who in the Corporation Counsel's 
office gave snch advice? 

A. I may have misunderstood it. I was nut w advised 
in the Corporation Coansel’s office. It wasa remark I 
heard from Mr. IngersIl. 
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Q. Then, as far as you are concerned, yon have heard 
nothing on that sabject from the Corporation Counsel’s 
office ? ; 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have no knowledge of any such thing, except 
what is given by you from hearsay ? 

A. That is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Corz)—At the time of the settlement which 
took place with you, was that settlement predicated on 
any information that you gave the law officers of your 
ability to settle. 

A. I think the law officers understood exactly what I 
was worth. 

Q. Did you make any statement to them as data on 
which to predicate that settlement ? 

A. I presume my counsel did. 


Q. Do you know whether information was given to the 
law officers on which: that settlement was predicated ? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. I understand you to say that you paid Mr. Peckham 
$5,000? 

A, I did. 

Q. Did you personally pay that to him ? 

A. No, sir. 

@. Have you any personal knowledge that that amount 
was paid to Mr. Peckham ? 

A. I only know it from what my attorney tells me: I 
believe that that was paid in order that the city might rer 
be compelled to pay any of the expenses of the settle 
ment, 


Q. At any rate you did pay that to effect the settlement t 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. In payment for services rendered by Mr. Peckham 
in settlement to the city ? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. Was that bill made out by Mr. Peckham ? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. Who was your counsel ? 

A. General Smith. 

Q. Was that sum to be understood as payment in full 
of all services? 

A. Yes, sir. He chose to oblige me to pay for his ser- 
vices rather than the city. 

Y. You state that you were obliged to make the pay- 
ment ? 

A. He insisted that I should do so rather than that the 
city should be at any expense. 

Q. You have no knowledge that he was advised as to 
your ability to pay him ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was your counsel so informed f 

A. He was. 

Q. Can you state the amount of money which you ob- 
tained from the city through these percentages f 

A. I could not answer that. It might be $100,000 and 
it might be &200,000 or $300,000. 

Q. Did you ever know—did you ever keep any account 
at all ? . 

A. I never kept any account. 

Q. Didn’t you keep a bank account ? 

A. Yes, sir; in the Broadway Bank. 

Q. Well, can’t you tell from that ? 

A. You can tell that better than I can. You have the 
expert’s testimony in relation to that. 
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Q. The only person who hasever informed you that the 
Corporation Counsel’s oftice was opposed to this investiga- 
tion was Mr. Ingersoll—no one else? | 

A. No one else. 

Q. Did he say that he had that direct from the office 
of the Corporation ? 

A. No. He said he thought that that was the idea in 
the Corporation Counsel’s oftice. He might have heard it 
from some one else, or I might have misunderstood 
him. 

Q. Well, now, Mr. Woodward, the statement from 
the Broadway Bank, which is made up of vouchers signed 
by Garvey, Ingersoll, Miller, Tweed and others, makes an 
aggregate of $6,198,977.85—did you receive commissions 
on all these warrants ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you indicate on how many ? 

A. As I have already stated, I did not on J. Me- 
Bride Davideon’s account, nor on the stationers’ account, 
nor on some others—I had nothing to do with the:n. 

QY. On Davidson’s accoant you collected percentages, 
but paid it over to Henry Smith ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And the stationers’ account, who do you mean by 
‘that ? 

A, Seymour & Co. 

@. Have you any idea how much that amounted to ? 

A. I have not. 

Q. Did you collect the percentages that would have 
gone to you on it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You took them out? 

A. Yes, sir. 


728 


Q. Except in the stationers’ bills and J. McBride 
Davidson’s, you got your commission upon all those war- 
rants deposited in the Broadway Bank ? 

A. There might have been some individual exceptions. 

Q. But you cannot point out any ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. It was your intention to get your percentages on all 
of them ? 

A. No, sir. It was not my intention. 

Q. In which case was it not your intention? 

A. In the case of Davidson and the stationers. I have 
excepted them. 

Q. Except those, it was your intention to collect your 
24 or 5 per cent. on the rest; and if you did not doit, it 
was by omission of which you have no recollection now? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the reason for your habit of sometimes 
taking 5 per cent. and sometimes 24 per cent. as your 
percentage ? 

A. It was according to the instructions J received from 
Mr. Watson. 

Y. It was usually 5 per cent., was it not? 

A. At first it was 24 per cent. 

Q. How long did that last? 

A. Three or four months out of the year. 

Q. it was afterwards raised to 5 per cent. ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was this business of percentages increased in 
amount as the year advanced ? 

A. I think it was. 

Q. You charged 5 per cent. on the greater part of these 
warrants. 

A. Probably about one-half of them. 
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Q. Not more than one-half ? 

A. I presume not. 

Q. You think probably the fair way would be to calcu- 
late on one-half of them at 5 per cent. ? 

A. It would approach that. 

Q. For the first three or four months yon charged 2% 
per cent. ? 

A. It may have been six months, or it may have been 
nine months. 

Q. Or it might have been twelve months ? 

A. Yes, sir. The thing lasted about a year and half. 

Q. How long did you charge 24 per cent before it was 
raised to 5 per cent. ? 

A. I cannot tell how long. 

Q. Was it six months? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Was it as much as one-half of the whole eighteen 
months ? 

A. 1 could not tell. In those times I went according 
to ny instructions, according to the instructions given me. 

Q. But you must have known whether you charged 24 
or 5 per ceut. # 

A. It did not make any impression upon me. 

Q. It did uot make any impression upon your mind, 
when these large sums went through your hands, whether 
you got 24 or 5 per cent? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And there is no way by which you can refresh your 
memory ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q@. You said that 24 per cent. on the whole amount 


would be a fair average ; tell the Committee how you came 
to make that average ? 
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A. [ think it would average that. 

Q. How do you come to think s0 ? 

A. I cannot answer that question ; I do not know, [ only 
gress it. 

Q. You told‘me yesterday you did not guess under 
oath ? 

A. You asked me to guess. 

Q. Do yon think that answer is of any value to the 
Committee in determining how much you got f 

A. You asked me the question and J am trying to 
answer you; and I do not think that you have any right 
to ask me these questions; I would like to ask you one. 
Have you any right to question me thus? 

Q. Do you think that 24 wasa fair average on the 
percentages you received on the warrants; I want to 
ascertain the amount you did get ? 

A. I cannot answer that question; I do not know. 

Q. Now, having failed to ascertain iu that way how much 
yon got, I will proceed to another, and for that purpose I 
will ask you this question: How much were you worth 
when you entered the service of the City as assistant 
clerk to the Board of Supervisors? 

A. I would like to ask the Committee if I am com- 
pelled to answer that question ? 


Mr. Lewis (Chairman)—You must answer the question ? 


A. I might have been worth several thousands of dol- 
lars. 

Q. (By Mr. Cotn)—Do you consider that that is an 
answer tv the question ? 

A. I was worth several thousands of dollars. 

@. How much do mean by several 

A. I cannot answer. 
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Q. Was it as many as $20,000 # 

A. I cannot answer that. 

Q. What were you worth when you became of age and 
independent of your father ? 

A. When I become of age I got married. 

Q. How much do you think that you were worth when 
you entered the service of the City of New York as As- 
sistant Clerk to the Board of Supervisors ?. 

A. Several thousands of dollars. 

Q. Was it as much as $20,000 ? 

A. It was several thousands of dollars. 

Q. Were you worth $100,000 ? 

A. I bave no recollection of how much [Swas worth. 


Mr. Woopwarp here said he did not think he should 
be compelled to answer questions concerning the amounts 
he had received from the city, or what he was worth 
before he entered the service of the city, since he had 
made a settlement with the city. 


Alderman Lewis said that the information sought to 
be obtained on such matters was the main object for 
which the Committee had been constituted, and that the 
question was pertinent. 


Alderman Cowme—I cannot see how you can be 
harmed by answering. The question is asked, not for the 
purpose of commencing any snit against yon, but simply 
to assist the Committee in coming to a conclusion in re- 
gard to the settlement that has been made with yon. 
Therefore, I think the question is pertinent and should be 
answered. 


Mr. ;Woopwarp—Am I compelled to criminate my- 
self ? 
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Alderman Cowme—Yon say that you are protected by 
a release from any criminal or civil prosecution ; but 
notwithstanding that protection we have a right to ask 
such questions as we may deem necessary for the pur- 
poses of this investigation. 


Mr. E. A. Woopwarp—Then, if as a lawyer you think 
I ought to answer it, I shall do go. 


Alderman Cowrre—lI think the question pertinent, and 
that it will not harm you any more than you are at present 
to answer the question. 


Mr. Cotz—The only protection the witness can claim in 
refusing to answer the question is upon the hypothesis 
that his answer may make him liable to a criminal indict- 
ment ; but it is impossible to suppose that any answer to 
the question “How much you were worth when you 
entered the service of the city” would make him so liable. 


[The Committee, after a brief consultation, decided that 
the question was pertinent. ] 


Q. How much were you worth when you entered the 
employment of the city of New York? 

(No answer.) 

Q. Was it as much as $100,000? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was it as much as $90,000? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. $80,000 ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. $70,000 ? 

A. No, sir. 
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. $60,000? 

. No, sir. 

. $50,000% 

No, sir. 

$40,000 

No, sir. 

$30,000? 

. Beyond that I cannot answer. 

You think it might have been $30,000 ? 
I cannot answer. 

. You cannot say whether you were worth $30,000 or 
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. I cannot. 
. I want you to state what your salary was the first 
year that you went into the service of the city ? 
A. 1 do not remember. It was probably $1,000 or 
$1,200, or $1,500 a year. 
Q. It was not more than $1,500? 
. No, sir. 
. How long did it continue at that sum ? 
. About six months. 
. Was it raised then? 
. Yes, sir. 
. How much ? 
. It may have been to $2,000 or $1,400. 
. How long did it remain at $1,800 or $2,000? 
. I don’t remember. I have no recollection—fonr, 
or five, or six years. 
Q. After the expiration of four, or tive, or six years, was 
it again raised ? 
A. Yea, sir. 
Y. How much? 
A. To $5,000. 
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Q. Did you then have an increase to your ealary ? 

A. I don’t remember whetherI had $7,500 or not. 

Q. Was it greater than $7,500? 

A. I think not. 

Q. Besides your regular salary what other payments 
did you receive from the city or county government for 
what I call legitimate services? 

A. Iwas paid by the committee appointed for the con- 
struction of the new County Court-house. 

Q. How much did you get for that ? 

A. $1,200, probably, a rear. 

Q. How long did that last ? 

A. During the whole time of its construction. 

@. What other payments did you receive? 

A. I was paid every year by the Board of County Oan- 
vaseers. 

Q. How much? 

A. It might have been $5,000. 

QY. I don’t want to annoy you by objecting to your 
using such language as “it might have been,” but you 
ought to be more definite. What other payments did you 
receive? 

A. At the time the Board of Supervisors had charge 
of raising volunteers for the army, | was paid for my 
services under them. 

Q. Now mnch ? 

A. It might have been £2,500, 

Q. When yousay that, du you mean to nay It was about 
that sum? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there any addition tv that? 

A. After the riots. large some of monsy wera da 
manded from the city an computation for progurty 
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destroyed, and a committee was appointed to investigate 
the claims; I was appointed clerk of that committee, and 
was paid for my services. 

Q. Can you approximate the amount? 

A. Really I don’t remember. 

Q. How much did you receive ? 

A. It might have been $2,500. 

Q. Any addition to that ? 

A. Yes; I received payments for extending and copy- 
ing the Tax books. 

Q. How much did yon receive for that ¢ 

A. It might have been, on an average, two or three 
thousand dollars a year. 

Q. Was there any other labour for which you were 
paid ? 

A. There might have been, buat I don’t remember at 
present. 7 

Q. That is all you can recollect at present? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What other employment did you have at the time 
you were employed by the City in the office of the Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors, by which you derived an 
income. Did you have any other employment? 

A. No, sir. 

Q@. What did you consider when you said that you 
voluntarily retired from the service of the City and 
County—how much do you suppose, to the best of your 
knowledge and belief, you were worth then? 

A. I suppose I was worth $500,000. 

Q. What did your property at that time consist of f 

A. Real estate. 

Q. In this city ¢- 

A. No, sir. 
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Q. In Connecticut ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had none here? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You think that the whole did not amount to more 
than $500,000 ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How had you accumulated $500,000, except by 
what you made ont of the city? 

A. I was speculating in stocks. 

QY. Through what broker’s office did yon speculate ? 

A. I do not know whose office Watson speculated in. 
A gréat many of the speculations were secret matters. 

Q. At present do you know any office? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. What did yon mean by saying that your epecula- 
tions were secret ? 

A. They were investments supposed to be “corners” 
in certain stocks, and I was led into it by Watson or some 
one else. 

Q. Was the result of your speculations generally satis- 
factory—were you 8 fortunate man ? 

A. I was considered fortunate. 

Q. How much did you make by speculation ? 

A. I presume I made two or three hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Q. Where did the other two hundred thousand dollars 
come from; might it have been the accumulation of 
interest on the original $300,000 ? 

A. Some of it might have cume from the percentages. 

Q. What do yon think, to the best of your knowledge, 
was the amount of your expenses last year; how much 
did it cost you to live? 


A. I do not know; I conld not tell you. 

Q. Well, as near as you can? 

A. I have no idea. I never kept any account. My 
house expenses were not large. 

Q. Did you keep horses ? 

A. Yes, sir; I have a farm, and I keep horses. 

Q. You never drive ? 

A. No, sir; I have no horses except what I have raised. 
I never drove much. 

Q. During those years of the percentages you lived in 
a modest and quiet way ? 

A. Yes, air. 

Q. Did you own 8 town house? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You only had a country house ¢ 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. During those years I would like to form some idea 
of how much your expenses were and how you met them ? 

A. T had a salary. 

Q@. I mean, when your salary was $1,500 a year, did it 
support you? 

A. I think it did. 

Q. Did it support you when it become $5,000 ? 

A. I think it did. 

Q. Then it was erroneous inference to draw from a 
remark made by a member of this Committee yesterday 
that you lived like a prince ? 

A. Jam not answerable for what he says. 

Q. But do you live in princely style. 

A. It depends upon what you call princely style. 

Q. I would like to get at your expenses ? 

A. Well, if you come to my house you will see how I live 
My family is there, and I shall be glad to have you come. 
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Q. That is an extremely polite answer, Mr. Woodward ; 
but is that your best answer ? 

A. It is the best answer I can give you; it isa proper 
answer and it is truthful. 


Q. Do you know anything about Keyeer or Ingersoll, or 
any of the Ring people doing any work for private persons 
which was paid for by the city, on the houses of members 
of the Ring and others? 

. I believe that Keyser did work of that kind. 

. Do you know for whom ? 

. I think he did it tor me. 

. Which came out of the city ? 

. I believe that came out of the city.} 

. How much? 

. I think he charged $20,000; but I think it was com- 
promised for five or eight thousand dollars. 

Q. Did that pass through the Broadway Bank ? 

A. I presume it did. 

Q. Did the percentage come out of that, too? 

A. That I could not tell yon. 1 suppose it must have 
been so. . 

Q. So that you got your work done for nothing, and got 
five per cent. on the amount expended for it? 

A. I could not answer that, because I do not know. 

Q. Do you know of anybody else having had work 
done by the “ Ring” tradesmen which was charged to 
the City? 

A. Do I kuow what? 

Q. Of any other instance, besides yourself, of a person 
who had work done and charged to the city ? 

A. I do not know that I can answer tbat question. I 
suppose they did; I suppose they did it for everybody. 
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Q. I do not mean of your own knowledge; but have 
you heard it talked about amongst those who pretend to 
know? Or did you see any of the warrants? 

A. No, I never examined any of the bills. 

Q. Or did you ever hear any conversation among mem- 
bers of the “ Ring” which made you believe that work 
of that kind was done and charged to the city ? 

. It was the usual rule to do it. 

. Did you hear of any instances ? 

. It might have been done for T'weed. 

. Anybody else ? 

. It might have been done for Cornell. 

. Did you know of any other persons at that time ? 

. I never paid any attention to that, but I believe it 
was done to everybody. 

Q. Who do you mean by everybody ? 

A. I believe it was done for every one of the Board of 
Supervisors and every prominent official. 

Q. Can you designate any particular person ? 

A. I cannot, because it escaped my memory. 

QY. Do you know that handwriting (showing witness a 
manuscript of an old resolution passed by the Board of 
Supervisors) ? 

A. I think it is in the writing of the clerk of the Board. 

Q. Who was the clerk ? 

A. Major Young, I think. I think that is a copy of a 
resolution. 

Is that Young’s handwriting? 

. I think it is. 

. And this also % 

. I believe that is his handwriting. 
. And this too? 

. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Whose handwriting is this ? 

A. That is mine, 

Q. And these interlineations, whose are they ? 
A. They are mine. 


QY. Did you make out that bill ? 

A. Some of it is in my handwriting. I don’t think that 
is (pointing). 

Q. Now, examine that paper carefully ; Mr. Woodward, 
I want you to give us your ideas abont it ? 

A. I have examined it. 

QY. Sufficiently so to state which of these interlineations 
are written by you ? 

A. Yes, sir, when I have it before me. 

Q. This is a resolution of the Board of Supervisors by 
which a list of the bills was to be paid to the amount of over 
a million of dollars, and I want you to explain how these 
interlineations came in them. There is no doubt that 
upon this piece of paper over one million of dollars was 
to be paid out? 

A. I will explain this to yon. The clerks in the office 
were in the habit of presenting to the Board a list of the 
bills that were to be paid. A member of the Board might 
happen to come in and hand to the clerks another bill to 
be included in the list to be passed upon. In that way 
interlineations had to be made. It was the mode of doing 
business at that time. 

Q. They are all in your handwriting? 

A. I was one of the assistant clerks, and 1 copied the 
resolutions, and the clerks who might be there to receive 
the bills would probably act as | have just stated. 

Q. Which one of them did you not write ¢ 

A. I did not write this one. 
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Q. Take your pencil and mark out those you did .not 
write ? 


(Witness did as requested.) 


Q. Do yeu know the handwriting in those you did not 
write ? 

A. I think Major Young wrote some. 

Q. All those that yon have indicated as not being writ- 
ten by you! 

A. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Cove remarked that upon that paper over a million 
dollars were paid out, and it was full of interlineations. 
These were read to witness, as follows: “James Cava- 
nagh, repairs, $5,648.38 ; James H. Jacobus, repairs, 
$2,106.43 ; ditto, ditto, $16,746.86; then comes an era- 
sure, John O'Connor, services as clerk of office of Surro- 
gate, January 1, 1869, to June, 1869, $500; A. W. Lock- 
wood, articles, $2,160.73; Ingersoll & Co., $39,986.80 
(first scratched and then interlined) and next below is 
ditto, ditto, $146,182.93; M. R. Davis, ditto, $58,221.56 ; 
New York Gaslight Company, $2,929.58 ; Owen Connor, 
$134.80; James Roberts, $26; J. G. Benjamin, repairs, 
$66,932.80; James R. Smith, $22,650 (then comes an 
erasure) ; James Kilpatrick, $11.50 (that is scratched ont 
and James J. Smith, $22,650 interlined in its place) ; 
Keyser, repairs, 1869, $26,215.59; then there ig 
$49,950.59; R. J. Hutchings, repairs, $58,838.50; then 
comes ditto, ditto, $74,989.50; B. C. Cashman 
$59,671.45.” ‘ 


Witness said: The resolutions were drawn up by clerks 
in the office, to be presented to the Board when it met - 
? 
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a member might hand ina bill after the resolution was: 
‘drawn, and in that case it would be interlined ; I recognize 
moet of the interlineations as in the writing of Mr. Young 
and some es in my own. 


Q. If your theory is correct that these interlineations- 
‘were made while the resolution was in the clerk’s office, - 
and before its submission to the Board of Aldermen, by 
persons who came in and had them put in, then the book 
of approved papers by the Mayor ought to show a fair’ 
copy of that with the interlineations all taken in? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Now, suppose the book of approved papers by the 
Mayor showe that the interlineations were put in subse- 
guently ? 

A. How could it show that. 

Y. Suppose the book of approved papers by the Mayor 
should have these interlineations aleo in it, what reason 
could you give for that ? 

A. When these resolutions were made out I madea 
copy atthe same time for the Mayor, so that the resolu- 
tion might go to the Mayor at once for his approval, and 
not keep the claimants waiting. The record in the Comp- 
troller’s office would show a fair copy of the whole and 
have no interlineations. 

Q. Does the book of approved papers for the Comp- 
troller contain these erasures and interlineations or not ? 

A. I presume not; tit would be a clean copy. 

Q. If these interlineations were made, they were made 
by somebody who had no right to make them ? 

A. Probably. 
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Grorcr S. Mituer was the next witness called, and tes- 
tified as follows : 


Q. State your name, residence, age, and occupation ? 

A. My name is George S. Miller; I live at 115 East 
Fifty-fifth street; I am forty-one years of age and my 
ocenpation is that of a builder. 

Q. Did you do work for the city and county ar the 
times of the Ring ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you first commence to work for the city 
and county of New York. 

A. I could not state the year exactly; it might have 
been 1864 or 1865. 

Q. When were you first made acquainted with the design 
upon the part of the city and county officials to demand 
and receive percentages from the tradesmen and people 
who had worked for the city and county ? 

A. Well, I don’t know as I could exactly state that. 

Q. Well, as near as you can ? 

A. It might have been 1868 or 1869 or 1870, for all I 
know. 

Q. From whom did you first hear of such a design, and 
what were the circumstances attending it ? 

A. Ingersoll was the man who always 

Q. When did he first approach you ¢ 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. Tell us what passed 

A. He said that the bills would have to be made up to 


such an amount, and I would have to raise them sixty. 
per cent. additional. a 
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Q. You came in first under the sixty-five per cent. 
arrangement; you didn’t come in under the fifteen per 
cent. arrangement ? 

A. No, sir; I think not. 

QY. Did you do what Ingersoll required of you? 

A. I did. 

Q. Did he tell you what the 65 per cent. was to be de- 
voted to? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear from any persons belonging to the 
Ring, or any other persons, to what the 65 per cent. was to 
be devoted ? | 

A. I never knew till I read it in the newspapers, as 
having been given in evidence in some of the trials. 

Q. Did you, since that time, talk to some of the men 
who got a division, as to what became of the money ? 

A. Not particularly. 

Q. Krom your general conversation, did you know who 
got the money. 

A. I never knew anything about it till I read it in the 
newspapers. 

Q. From your conversation with those parties who were 
implicated, what was your impression derived from that 
source as to the division of this 65 per cent.—you under- 
stood that Tweed got 25 per cent. ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

QY. Who got the rest ? 

A. The only person 1 had a conversation with was 
Ingersoll. 

Q. What did he tell you ? 

A. He told me the same as he gave here in evidence. 


Q. Name the parties and the amounts ? 
il 
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A. He said that Tweed got 25 per cent., that Connolly 
got 20 per cent., and that Sweeney got 10 Ber cent. 

Q. Which Sweeney f f 

A. I don’t know which one. 

Q. Which one did you understand ¢ 

A. I understood it was Peter B. Sweeney ¢ 

Q. Who else ? 

A. Mr. Watson and Mr. Woodward got some. 

Q. What information did you derive from your con- 
versation with Ingersoll or any member of the Ring? 

A. That was all. 

Q. He never told you of anybody else f 

A. No, sir. 

Q. He never mixed np Mayor Hall’s name with the per- 
centage ? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t see him for several years—I never 
came into contact with him. 

Q. Have you figured up how much yonr bills amounted 
to on which you added the 65 per cent. ? 

A. No, sir. 

¢Y. Have you any books? 

A. I destroyed them. 

Q. How did you come to do that? 

A. Ingersoll told me to do so. 

Q. To avoid an exposure of these matters ? 

A. I suppose so. 

Q. Describe now, to the best of your recollection, what 
amount of actual work you did for the city and county 
of New York during that time, exclusive of the 65 per 
cent. 

A. Mr. Cole, that would be impossible for me to tell 
you. Ihad a number of men to work all the time, and 
was working every day right straight along. I had no 
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occasion to keep any account, as I carried on my business 
alone, and whenever I collected my money I depvsited it in 
the bank. I could give you no idea in any shape or form. 

Q. When you presented yoar bille to the city did you 
swear to their correctness ? 

. No, sir. 

. It was never demanded of you? 

. No, sir. 

. You never did swear to them? 

. I do not recollect of a single instance. 

Have you ever been sued in a civil suit? | 

Yes, sir. 

What. became of that ? 

. I put in an answer, and I never heard of it since. 
When were you sued ? 

. The first time I was sued the papers were served 
upon me in October, 1831, by order of Mayor Havemeyer. 
Another suit was commenced against me by the then Oor- 
poration Counsel, Richard O’Gorman; I do not remember 
any others. 

Q. In the suit commenced by Mayor Havemeyer, what 
attorneys appeared for the People? 

A, The papers that were served upon me I gave to my 
couneel. 

Q. Who was your_counsel ? 

A. Mr. Root. 

Q. And that is all you know of it? 

A. That’s all. 

Q. Have you ever had any understanding or agreement 
with the counsel who represented the People concerning 
any immunity in regard to those suits ? 

A. No, sir. 
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Q. You had no agreement under which you were not 
to be sued provided yon testified in the Ring suits. 

A. Never. 

Q. Have you all the time had real estate standing in 
the books in your name? 

A. I have had but two pieces of property in my name. 


Q. Are they now in your name? 

A. One I sold some years ago. 

Q. When did you sell it? 

A. In 1870. 

Q. After the developments of the Ring frauds ? 

A. No; before that. 

Q@. You had—before the developments of the Ring 
frauds—you had one piece of pruperty in your name? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whereabouts ? 

A. It was in One Hundred and Thirty-second street, in 
Harlem. I didn’t transfer those. 

@. What were they worth ? 

A. About $12,000 or $13,000 apiece. 

Q. Were they worth that ? 

A. They were worth abont that, I should judge. 

Q. Was there not a lis pendens or attachment put upon 
your property. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you sell it? 

A. I have not sold this last piece. 

Q. You have got that still ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You cannot tell anything aboutghow much was the 
aggregate of your raised bills? 

A. No, sir. 
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Q. Have you ever had your attention called, or have 
you ever been informed, by any one of the amount that you 
were instrumental in a es ania the city out of ? 

A. No, sir. 

@. And you had no arrangement with anybody at al? 
concerning an immunity ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And you never were arrested ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What real estate have yon now, besides these two 
houses? 

A. I have none. 


Q. What was your mode of making out these raised 
bills against the city—did you make them ont as you 
would have made them against an individual ? 

A. Ingersoll used to give me a paper or blank and tell 
me to inake up a bill for a certain amount, and I did so. 

Q. Without any reference to the work done? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever thonght why it was that no effort 
was made to make you pay back that money to the City f 

A. No, except that I supposed Ingersoll had fixed mat- 
ters; Ingersoll always attended to my affairs, and it was 
throngh him my arrangement was made. 

Q. Did he ever tel! you that he made it right or straight 
for you? 

A. No, he never said that. 

Q. Did he ever say anything about that? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have been apprehensive that there might be 
some suits brought against you ? 

A. I did some time ago, but I have never thought that 
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any suite would be brought against me since I went on 
the witness stand. 

Q. I suppose there is doubt in your mind that you are 
liable to the city and county for that portion of your bille 
for which there is no foundation and for which you got 
paid t 

A. I have no doubt about it. 

Q. You have no explanation to offer to the Committee, 
except what you have given, of the reason why no suits 
‘were pressed against you. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And all the time ‘you had real estate in the coun- 
ty? 

A. Yos, sir. 

Q. Iam very much interested in how you ee that 
Ingersoll was to take care of you in these matters ? 

A. Because the inust of my business was done through 
him. 

Q. How did you think that he could help you ? 

A. I supposed when he made his settlement about his 
own affairs with the city, that he made it all right for me 
also; and that he showed them the light in which I stood, 
which they did not know before. 

Q. And that light was that you had been persuaded by 
‘other people to go into an unlawful enterprise by which a 
‘certain amount of money was to be abstracted from the 
‘City of New York ? 

A. I suppose so. 

Q. You actually got some money that you did not work 
for honestly ? 

A. I suppose that is true. 

@. Upon what theory could Ingersoll have made the 
counsel for the People or Corporation relieve you from 
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the pecuniary liability to pay back the money which im- 
properly came to you? 

ai. Iam sure I could not tell you. 

Q. So you have no theory which to your mind could 
explain that ? 

-1. I suppose that he explained my connection with him 
in the business. 

Y. What explanation could he have given that would 
have been satisfactory ¢ 

-1. I am sure I don’t know. 

Q. He never gave you any information with whom he 
made that explanation ! 

A. He might have mentioned Mr. Charles O’Conor. 

Q. Did he tell you that Charles O’Conor said that you 
would not be molested ! 

A. No, sir. 

(Y. Was there any formal or informal arrangement in 
reference to your suits ¢ 

A. Ehave told you the exact truth, and I cannot tell 
you anything additional. I have never had any arrange- 
ment or understanding whatever by which I was to be 
exempted from prusecution, and I consider myself liable 
to be sued at any time for the amounts fraudulently ob- 
tained from the city through my aid, and I don't know 
why I have not been prosecuted, but I suppose it was 
because of Ingersoll making full representation of my 
position. I have told vou the truth to the best of my 
belief. 

Q. I think you have. I have no fault to find with you 
asa witness. What do you know about work having 
been done for private persons and charged against the 
city. 


A. I always understood that Garvey did work cf that 
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kind for private persons, but he said there had not been 
much profit in it. 

Q. Did you ever do any work for any private persons 
yourself, to be charged to the city ¢ 

A. No, sir. i 

Q. All, then, yon know about it is what you have heard 
from others. 

A. That is all. 

Q. Tell me what you have heard about work having 
been done by others for private persons, and for whom. 

A. I never talked about that; I was always kept very 
busy with my own affairs and did not meddle with such 
matters. 

Q. Do you remember any instance where you under- 
stood that work was done for private persons ? 

A. I understood that Garvey had worked for Tweed, 
and had built a house for Connolly. 

Q. Anybody else? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Had any other officials work done for them ? 

A. I never knew anything abont it. 

Y. Have you ever conceived the idea that it would be 
proper for you to reimburse the City of New York for 
what you have taken from it fraudulently ? 

A. I suppose it would be right for me to do so; and if 
I were in possession of funds, I should be happy to do it. 

@. If you cannot do as much as you would like, you 
could do it to the extent of your ability ? 

A. That would not be very much. Do you mean in 
regard to any amount ? 

Q. With regard to your intention to pay back this 
money, which came into your possession without any guid 
pro quo. 
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A. I have no means at present to make restitution. 

Q. Is your real estate mortgaged f 

A. It is, very nearly to the extent of its value; it is now 
nearly six years since J have been able to make any money 
out of my business; I have had a great deal of trouble in 
my family. 

Q. You consider that at present you are ehelately, 
without means ? 

A. Tam. 

Q. What do vou consider that you were worth in 1871, 
when the Ring developments became public ? 

A. I don’t know as I could tell you, or go any ways 
near it. I suppose I might have been worth $50,000 or 
$60,000, if my debts were paid. 

Q. Was your real estate encumbered then to the same 
extent as it is now? 

A. No; not in 1871. It was after 1871 that I got it 
mortgaged. 

Q. I am trying to call your attention to this point—how 
mach you had when suit might have been brought against 
you by the city, and a /¢s pendens put upon your property — 
yon had at that time, you say, about $50,000 or $60,000 ? 

A. Possibly abont that. 

Q. Did you take any measures to hide your property at 
that time ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You employed your regular lawyer in both of those 
cases that you have mentioned ? 

A. Yes, sir; Mr. Root put in an answer in both cases. 

(By Alderman Cow1ne)—It seems you are a frank wit- 
ness, and I will ask you but a very few questions. This 
65 per cent. which you had raised on your bills, did you 
get any portion of it? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever render any bills against the sity of 
New York, for which there was no foundation 1 

A. No, sir; there was always a foundation for my bills, 
for I was working all the year round. 

Q. Can you state that you ever furnished any bills that 
had no foundation whatever ? 

A. I don’t think I ever did. 

Q. Is it your impression that all your bills had some 
foundation ? 

A. I think so. 

Q. Did you think that they had a foundation to the 
extent of 35 per cent.—there was 65 per cent. which had 
no foundation at all—do you think that 35 per cent. was 
in every instance legal and legitimate ¢ 

A. I do. 

Q. You are a builder, are you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

" @. When did you first commence to have any trangac- 
tions with the city ? 

A. I think it was from 1864 to 1865. 


Q. And running down to what date ? 
A, I think to 1871. 


Q. Did you have any transactions with the city and 
county of New York aside from those in which the 65 
per cent. was added to your bills ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When Ingersoll came to you and told you to add 65 
per cent. to your bills, what did he tell you ? 

A. He said that 1 would have to raise them 65 per 
cent. 


Y. Did he give you any reason ? 
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A. No, but he said that it had to be done in order to 
get money. 

Q. Did he assign any reason why it should be done? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And that was when? 

A. I don’t know whether it was in 1869 or 1870. 

Q. There was no illegal practice on your part in con- 
nection with the city government before that ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Can't you approximate the amount of the bills which 
were rendered to the city on which the 65 per cent. was 
added ? 

A. No, sir; as I told Mr. Cole, my books were destroyed, 
and I never kept any record of them at all. 

Q. What branch of the city business did you do? 

A. I did the carpenter work. 

Q. Did you do a large amount of business ? 

A. I did quite a large amount. 

QY. Can you approximate the amount ? 

A. I conld not. 

Q. Do yon think you did as much as $2,000,000 of 
work ? 

A. I could not say. 

Q. You have no idea? 

A, No, sir. 

Q. Do you know of any other illegal practices against 
the city and county government ? 

A. I don’t know of any. 

Q. Only what you have told us? 

A. That is all. 

Q. And yon say that if yon had it in your power you 
would make such restitution as you could to the city ? 

A. I would, sir. 
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Q. You don’t think, like the last witness, that if "you 
had the money you would rather withhold it and stay 
away from the city permanently ? 

A. No, sir; I would rather pay the moneygback and 
stay here in New York. 

Q. Then your conviction is that it would be right for 
you to make restitution if you could ? 

A, I think so, and I wish I could. 


The Committee adjourned to Monday, December 3d, at 
11 o’clock a. Mm. 


TWENTY-SEVENTH DAY. 


Dsormser 3, 187 
Present— Alderman Lewis, 


$8 SLEVIN. 
On the reassembling of the Committee to-day 


Ex- Attorney-General Francis C. Barlow was called to 
the stand, and testified as follows: 


Q. (By Mr. Corx)—Do you know anything, Gen- 
eral, of the assignments made by John H. Keyser to 
Jackson S. Shultz in which the latter was appointed a 
trustee as between him and the city of New York? 
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a. Ido. The tirm of Barlow & Olney had been em- 
p.ored by Mr. Jackson S. Shictz tm colect certain claims 
heh had been assizned tocim as trustee for the city and 
eounty bv Mr. dohr Ho Revser. 
¢: Please expiain te the Comittee the circumstances 
under which that mooi cnment Was made ! 
4. L was at that time one of the counsei for the Com- 
mittee of Seventy. Very soon after the discuosures of the 
Ring frauds broke out it came to the Knowl sige of the 
Cominittee that Mr. Keyser was inclined to assist the com- 
mittee with such information as he could give. 1] think it 
was throach the instrumenracty of Mr. Shite and Mr. 
Theanas Cl Acton that this was dene. Mr. Keyser came 
down after dark one eveuing te the Comptroller's office and 
went over his vouchess or warrants showing iu a genenil 
way such as were fraudutent, and piesing vat these upon 
which he claimed the indunements ef bis name to be 
forgeries He was afraid te come tn the daytine sppar- 
ently, Mr. Peckham was presest and) one or two other. 
IT tliuk it was after that, theagh possibiv LT may be mis- 
taxen in the sequence of events that he erccuted tice 
assignments at his house. IT taink Mr Acton and Mr. 
Shuirz were present wien he made the asignments. I 
drew np ene or Seth ef them, and acted as witness for 
ete. Then my firm, Bartow & O.rey, were retained by 
Mr. Shaltz to collect the claims which had been 
assigned according to the schedule attached to one 
of the assignments. They were claims which Mr. Keyser 
asserted he had against certain persons for whom he had 
done plumbing and other work that they had net paid 
for. Moet of the persons against whom the claims exist- 
ed were city oiicials and politicians, We brought suit io 
some cases and others were settled. As we collected the 
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money we turned it over to Mr. Shultz. Wher we had 
collected all that we could, we had a final settlement 
with Mr. Shultz, and received from ‘him the fees due us, 
or what was still coming to us, part having been paid 
from time to time. That tinal settlement was on Decem- 
ber 19, 1873. On that date the assignments were handed 
back by ue to Mr. Shultz, and we took a receipt for them-~ 
which I have here. Having been elected Attorney-Gen- 
eral I went to Albany, January 1, 1872, and during 1872— 
*8 knew little of what was dune in the private business of 
my firm. Consequently I had no knowledge of what 
was done in this matter after that date. Those as- 
signments were in trust for the city, to pay to the 
city such balances as might be found to be due from 
Keyser on a settlement of his accounts with the city. 
Koyser always claimed that on a correct adjustment it 
would be found that he owed the city nothing and he 
would be entitled to these collections Repeated efforts. 
were made by Mr. Shultz, Mr. Keyser and myself to pro- 
cure some adjustment with the Comptroller’s office. Fi- 
nally Mr. Green, then Comptroller, agreed to have an in- 
vestigation made into the amount and value of the work 
done by Keyser for the city. Mr. [fatficld, representing 
the Finance Department, and Mr. Olney, representing 
Mr. Keyser, were to make the necessary examinations to- 
gether. It involved a yreat deal of work, and before it 
was concluded Mr. Hatfield left the Comptroller's office 
and it was dropped. Mr. Shultz was much annoyed ae 
the matter hanging on so long, and wanted to vet rid of 
it, Ladvised him that he could not do so merely of hig 
own motion, but would have to get relief from a court or 
by an action to which the city would have to be a part 
The trouble and litigation involved deterred hi si akin 
m from 
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doing anything. Mr. Keyser oiie day came into our office’ 
and asked something about a mortgage that was being 
drawn or had been @tawn. Most of my time then was 
necessarily spent in Albany, and I did not keep the run of 
the current business of the office. I referred him to Mr. 
Olney. Inthe course of conversation I learned from 
him that there was a loan to him of some of this trust 
money, in process of being made to him by Mr. Shultz. 
Whether it had been made or was then being made I was: 
not informed and did not ask. That was the first [ heard! 
of the loan to Keyser, and I had no personal connection 
with the business, and knew nothing more of it than I 
have said. 


Q. What was the mental condition of Mr. Keyser gen- 
erally when these assignments werc made ? 

A. He was agitated, nervous and sometimes sick, but 
in my mind he was competent to execute a legal instru- 
ment. 

Q. You witnessed one of the instruments? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. Were you present when both of the assignments 
were executed ? 

A. I am not positive about that. My impression is 
that I was present at one of them, but the subsequent 
one J am not certain about. 

Q. Keyser was perfectly competent to make the one 
that you witnessed ? 

A. Yes, sir; he was perfectly competent. 

Q. He knew what he was doiny perfectly well? 

A. Yes, sir; if I am any judge of a man’s condition. 

Q. With regard to the list of claims which are ap- 
pended to one of the assignments, what was the principle 
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of selection with regard to them? Why did yon select 
those claims in particular ? 

A. We did not select the claims at all. He said that 
he had those claims and that they grew out of these Ring 
frauds, that is that they were due by persons for whom 
ihe did the work and furnished the goods. 

Q. He gave you to understand at that time that these 
claims were for work done for members of the Ring to 
whom he would not have sent any bills but for the change 
in affairs ? 

A. Yes, he gave us the opportunity to recover the 
amounts for the city if we could. 

Q. You considered that that work having been done 
for members of the Ring, and being as it were treasure 
trove, it would be well to recover it. 

A. Yes, sir; that was my idea. 

Q. That is what he swore to in his examination ? 

A. Yes ; if we could get anything it would be so mnch 
clear gain, as I understand his statements. He was a very 
valuable witness to us, it being at the early stage of our 
work, and he was the only point of the enemies’ lines that 
broke. Of course we were very glad to take him as a 
witness without any assignment, under an implied protec- 
tion, though I never knew of an expressed promise of 
protection being given to him. He was the only weak 
point we could make a beginning upon, and his testimony, 
direct and indirect, has been of much value. 

Q. Is it true that he made this assignment at the im- 
portunity of you and other gentlemen representing the 
city and State ? 

A. He did not make it at my importunity nor at that 
of anybody as I understand it. I never heard him speak 
of it in that way. I think he regretted it himself. 
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Q. But these were bills for members of the Ring which 
he did not expect to get himself, and if the city could get 
anything out of them they were welcome to it ? 

A. He gave us those to collect, but whether if he had 
been let alone he would have sued the parties himself I 
don’t know. 

Q. Have you a list of those claims ? 

A, I have some memoranda of them here. 


[Gen. Barlow here read from memoranda the amount 
of claims and the portion of them that had been collected. 
The whole amount collected aggregated, he stated to be, 
between $60,000 and $70,000). 


Q. Have you at present any idea why these bills were 
settled for leas than their face? 

A. Yes, sir, these people generally would make an offer 
for a compromise, and Mr. Keyser was always consulted 
about the matter. A settlement was made ; generally it was 
because of some defect in theevidence. Again it was found 
oftentimes that some of the parties were not worth any-. 
thing. Sometimes we feared they would go away, and 
that we should get nothing. Sometimes there were coun- 
ter-claims against Keyser of money loaned tohim. All 
these clements had to be taken into consideration in en- 
deavoring to coliect the claims, and we treated them just 
as we would any others. 

Q. When were you elected Attorney-General? 

A. On the 6th of September, 1871, but I entered on 
the duties of the office on the 1st of January, 1872. 
After that this business was managed by Mr. Olney, my 
partner. Many of the elaims were settled during my 
term, and settled in that way by my partner. 
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Q. You have given the data of this settlement ? 

A. Yes, sir; a8 it appears on my register. 

Q. It appears in these matters that you were represent- 
ing Mr. Shnitz, whom you regarded as a trustee for the 
city ? 

A. Yes, sir; in those matters in which I was retained 
so far as concerned these bills. 

Q. Were you retained to collect these claims ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State in what respect did Mr. Olney act for Mr. 
Keyser. 

A. Keyser came in one day to see about a mortgage 
which was in preparation for him, and we had a conver- 
sation. What that conversation was I don’t now know. 
The mortgage was then being prepared in our office. 

Q. You state that when efforts were being made with 
the Comptroller to settle Mr. Keyser’s affairs with the city 
Mr. Hatfield was appointed to represent the Comptroller 
and Mr. Olney for Mr. Keyser. 

A. They wanted to appoint two experts to arbitrate 
Mr. Keyser’s work ; and Comptroller Green said that he 
would appoint u man by the name of Hatfield—I am not 
certain about his name—and Mr. Olney was to act for 
Mr. Keyser. It was not an arbitration. These two were 
to go round and ascertain how much work Mr. Keyser 
had actnally done for the city. 

Q. Your firm charged collection fees in each case ? 

A. Yes, sir, when we paid over the money. 

Q. And that constitntes all the facts that you know of 
your own personal knowledge ? 

A. Thave told you of my own personal action in the 
matter, and also what I understood my firm’s action 
to be. We collected the money, and after deducting our 
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fees therefor, turned it over to Mr. Shultz, the trustee. I 
had no other connection in any way, shape or manner 
than that, except this conversation with Keyser when he 
came into the office to see about a mortgage, when I 
turned him over to Olney, and learned for the first time 
that this money, which had been collected, was being 
loaned, but what the arrangement or security was I did 
not know. What Mr. Olney did in the matter he will tell 
you himself. 


Q. What was the aggregate amount that was collected 
by your firm and turned over to Mr. Shultz? 

A. I should say it was between $60,000 and $70,000. 
I have a memorandum here which makes it about 
$54,000, bat I think something must have been omit- 
ted. 


Q. Your impression is that it was about $60,000 ? 

A. Yes, sir; or over that. 

Q. Did you understand when you handed that money 
to Mr. Shultz, that he took it for the city as a trustee 
pending the proposed settlement ? 

A. Undoubtedly I so understood it—that it was a bona 
fide trust. 

Q. And so far as you are personally concerned, you 
never advised the loaning of the money to Mr. Keyser 
by Shultz? 

A. Iam very positive that I was never consulted about 
it. 1 knew nothing more concerning it than I have said. 
Certainly 1 did not advise it. 

Q. At the time of the making of the mortgage, were 
you Attorney-General ? 

A. It appears that my firm drew up the mortgage. 
Mr. Olney, it seems, was employed to do it, and I never 
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spoke to him abont it until the matter came up before this 
Committee. 

Q. You spoke of thie assignment by Keyser to Shultz 
as trustee for the city. Do you know whether any court 
ever appointed a referee or auditor to pass upon these 
matters ? 

A. I never heard of any. 

Q. Were any of these various loans made to Keyser by 
Shultz on your responsibility ? 

A. I never heard of any, and did not know that they 
were made until Keyser came into my office, when he in- 
quired about the mortgage which was in course of prepar- 
ation, apparently in the office. 

Q. Were these mortgages, that were taken from Keyser, 
first or second mortgages ? 

A. I don’t know anything about it except what I have 
seen in the papers since this investigation was commenced. 

Q. I understand you to say that when Shultz talked to 
you about giving up the trust that you advised him to get 
an order of court? 

A. Yes, I told him that he could not resign of his own 
accord, but that some action by the court would be neces- 
sary to make it legal. 


Mr. Core—I have a letter here from Mr. Wheeler Li. 
Peckham, which he desires me to read to the Committee. 
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Mr. Cole then read the following correspondence : 


Derexe. Borie, 
New Yorx, December 8, 1877. 


Law Orrtozs or Mintre & Peoxuawm, 
Hues L. Coxs, Esq., Asst. Corporation Counsel, and 
Counsel to Aldermanic Committee : 


Dear Str—Since the last adjournment of your Com- 
mittee my attention has been called to its inquiries as to 
the disposition made of the money collected from Wood- 
ward. 

The facts are stated in a correspondence had between 
the Attorney General and myself at the time of the col- 
lection, and of which the following is a copy: 


Law Orrices or Miter & Peoxnan, 
New York, December 30, 1876. 


My Dear Srm—lI have collected from E. A. Woodward, 
one hundred and five thousand dollars cash, and security 
for fifty thousand more, payable, with interest, in six 
months. 


The security I am having recorded in Connecticut, and 
so soon as done will forward you. From the cash I de- 
duct my charge for services and disbursements, $5,000, 
and enclose check for balance, one hundred thousand dol- 
lars. There are no charges on same, so that the whole 
amount can be handed over to the city. The cash was 
paid to me in various forms of bills and drafts, etc., which 
I had to collect. 
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My bill for services, etc., is of course subject to your 
approval. 
Yours truly, 


Wuester H. Peoxuam. 


Hon. Cuances 8. Faron, Att’y. Gen’l. 


ATroRNEY GENERAL’s OFFIOE, 
ALBANY, January 2, 1877. 
Wueeirr H. Proxuam, Esq., 
Drexel Building, N. Y. City : 


Dear Sirr—Yours, 30th ult. was received lst inst., with 
enclosure of $100,000 collected by you from E. A. Wood- 
ward. I approve your bill for services as stated by you. 


Stare or New Yor, : 


Very respectfully, 
Your obedient servant, 


Osarcss S. Fatromiip, 
Attorney General. 


I have only to add that the note for $50,000 and in- 
terest, with the security, were forwarded to the Attorney 
General, on the 9th January, 1877, and that the note was 
paid to him at its due date. 


Yours truly, 


Wueevcer H. Peoxuaw. 


761 


James Brivck was the next witness, and after being 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Q. What is your full name? 

A. James Bridge. 

Q. What is your occupation t 

A. I ama gasfitter. 

Q. Wereyon ever inthe employ of Keyser & (o., or 
John H. Keyser? 

A. I was. 

@. When ? 

A. I was with them about twelve years ago. 

Q. From what date to what date? 

A. I could not say. 

Q. Were you with them in 1868, 1869, 1870 and 1871? 

A. I was. 

Q. Until the time of the Ring exposures ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you keep any inemorandum of the work done 
there ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What kind of a memorandum ? 

A. 1 had asmall book in which I jotted down things? 

Q. In which you noted down what materials were fur- 
nished and what work was done? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you continue to do all that during the whole 
period of Keyser’s work on the Court-house ? 

A. I did. 

Q. Where is that book ? 

A. I gave it to Keyser when these troubles came on. 
He asked me for this book at that time, and [ gave it to 
him. 
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Q. And you never heard of it since ! 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Keyser has testified that a very large portion of the 
work done, amounting in the aggregate to as much as 
was now there, was taken away ? 

A. They did take it away, a good deal of it. 

Q. How much ? 

A. They took out four stacks of pipe, I know. 

Q. How much could these four stacks of pipe be re- 
placed for ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Could you give any idea? 

A. No; the original stack pipes were all lead pipes 
and iron ones were put in instead of them. 

Q. That pipe was still valuable to be used in other 
ways after that ? 

A. Tney could use the water pipe that was taken out, 
but not the soil pipe. 

Y. Oan you give any idea of the work that was done 
and that was taken away ? 

A. No, sir, I could not. 

. Was it worth as much as $200,000 ? 

. No, sir. 

Was it worth as much as $20,000 ? 

. No, sir. 

Was it worth as much as $5,000? 

Yes, sir. 

Somewhere between $5,000 and $20,000? 
. I could not say. 


. Tam trying to get at your best judgment ? 
. It was only waste pipe. 


. It wasn’t worth as much as $20,000 7 


PAOLO AD HOLS 
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A. No, there were buat four stacks of it, bat I could 
not say how mach it was worth. 

Q. It wasn't worth $20.000; that is your best jadg- 
ment ? 

A. No, sir, it was not. 

Q@ How much svil-pipe was taken away ; could that be 
wed for any thing at all! 

A. No, it wes sold for old lead. 

Q. What would be the difference per pound between 
that which could be used for old lead and the new soil 
pips? 

A. The new pipe was iron pipe. 

Q What would be the price-of old lead pipe per 
pound ? 

A. I don't know; I suppose about 8 cents per pound. 

Q What would bea fair price for the iron pipe put 
in? 

A. I don't know abont that. 

Q Yoa say that the lead pipe taken out, if sold as old 
lead, was worth about 8 cents a pound f 

A. Yes eir. 

Q. When the svil pipe was first pat in how mach was 
it then worth 

A. I forget now. 

Q. What coald vou buy it fort 

A. 1 could net sar. 

Q. Could vou not give seme idea? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was it worth double as much as old lead? 

A. 1 eould not say. 

Q. You don’t know at all the value of the iron suil pipe 
that was put in ! 

A. No, sir; there were fuur stacks of pipe taken out, 
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when I come to think of it. That was two-inch lead 
pipe. That was all taken ont and iron pipe put in its 
place. There were about eight pieces of it, about ten or 
twelve feet long. 
Q. Besides these four stacks of soil pipe and four stacks 
of water-pipe what else was taken out ? 
A. He did not replace the steam fitters ? 
Q. What else did Mr. Keyser put in the New Oounty 
Court-house, which was afterwards taken out ? 
A. That is all that I have noticed that was taken out. 
Q. Were you on the work at that time ; did you see it? 
A. No, I saw a gas chandelier that was taken out. 
Q. But you knew generally al] that was being done 
and you kept a memorandum of it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You generally knew about the pipes? 
A. I had a general knowledge. 
Q. Do you know anything about work done by Keyser 
for individuals ? 
A. Do you mean for Tweed and the rest of them ? 
Q. Yes; who did he work for? 
A. I did work by his directions for Tweed and Fox 
and Connolly. | 
. For Fox? 
. Yes, sir, 
. For Connolly, Tweed, and Woodward ? 
Yes, sir. 
And for Garvey ? 
I didn’t do much for Garvey. 
. For Ingersoll ? 
. Not much for him ? 
. For anybody else ? 


. Yes; I believe the last job I did was for Farley. 
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Q. As I read this list of names you will please let me 
know if any work was done for any of them. Was any 
work done for R. C. Hutchings? 

Yos, sir; some; not much. 

| Anything for Andrew Blakeley ? 
. Yes, sir. 

. Anything for Andreas Willmann ? 
. No, sir. 

. Anything for James Hayes ? 
Yes, sir. 

Anything for Wm. A. King ? 
Yes, sir. 

Anything for M. B. Wilson ? 

No, sir. 

Anything for A. J. Garvey ? 
Yes, sir; I believe a little. 

. Anything for G. W. McLean? 
Yes, sir. 

Anything for James McGowan ? 
No, sir, not that I know of. 
Anything for W. M. Edelstein ? 
. No, sir. 

. Anything for William A. Herring ? 
. No, sir. 

Q. In regard to those persons in this list, you say that 
you have done work for Fox, R. B. Connolly, R. 8S. Hutch- 
ings, Andrew Blakely, James Haye, H. E. King, Wm. M. 
Tweed, A. J. Garvey, T. Farley, and others. What kind 
of work did you do for those men? 

A. I put up gas pipes, put thandeliers in their houses, 
and Mr. King had plumbing work done. 

Q. Did you receive any instructions from Keyser when 
you did the work ? 
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A. Yes, sir, I received instructions to do it as lightly as 
possible. 

Q. Why? . 

A. He would say that he would not get paid for it. 

Q. Who else besides these persons I have named did 
you do any work for ? 

A. That is all, except for the Americus Olub House. 

Q. Did you understand that these jobs would be charged 
against anybody at all except the city ? 

A. I supposed it was going to be charged in some way 
but it was always considered that they were “ thankee”’ 
jobs. ‘ 

Q. At the time the Ring exposures took place were you 
still in the employment of Keyser ? 

A. I was. 3 

Q. Did you know whether at that time Keyser fixed up 
his books to meet the coming storm? 

A. 1 knew that something extraordinary was going on. 

Q. What had you observed or heard that was extraor- 
dinary about the books? 

A. I saw him busy fixing up the books, and making 
ont bills. 

Q. Did you hear anything about it? 

A. One of them told me that they were doing work at 
night, fixing up the books. 

Q. Did he tell you precisely what he was doing ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. All you know is that there was some extraordinary 
activity going on about the books ? 


A. I knew that something was going on more than 
usual. 


Q. About what time was that? 
A. It was about the time the troubles were coming up 
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Q. How late at night were they working at the books? 

A. I don’t know how late. 

Q. Had they an extra force at them? 

A. I saw two or three men there, and one of them told 
me that they had to work all night and on Sunday. 

Q. These books, in which you kept a memorandum of 
everything, were, as I understand you, an account of the 
arount of labor done, and the materials furnished ? 

A. Yes, and the chandelier and other things. 

Q. About what time did he borrow this book from you 
which he never gave back ? 

A. About the time that the tronbles commenced. He 
asked for that book, and also asked me to get his plumb- 
er’s book. 

Q. Who was the plumber? 

A. Pat Cooke. He sent me to get the book from 
Cooke’s mother after his death; but she said it had been 
burned or thrown into the ash-barrel. Keyser then did 
not seem to care about it. 

Q. Do you know of any other books he was anxious to 
get hold of ? 

A. Yes, there was another man working there, and he 
was anxions to get his books. 

QY. What was his name? 

A. John Waldon. 

Q. Is he residing in New York? 

A. I think he hangs around somewhere. He worked a 
good deal at the Court-house. 

Where are you working now? 
For Mitchell & Co. They supplied the chandelier 
for the Court-honse. 

Q. Could you not find out from them about them ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. 
A. 
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TWENTY-EIGOTIU DAY. 


Decumsrr 5, 1877. 
The Committee met to-day, pursuant to adjournment. 


Present— Alderman Lew. 
4 Cowme. 
ss SLEVIN. 


After the Committee was called to order Jonn H. 
McKron addressed the Committee on behalf of Mr. Peter 
B. Sweeney, who had been subpoenaed as a witness, to give 
testimony before the Committee, as follows: 


May it please your Honorable Committeé, on behalf of 
myself and my associates J would say something. Last 
night our client, Mr. Peter B. Sweeney, was served with a 
subpoena to appear here this morning, and we have pre- 
pared, as his counsel, what we consider a respectful pro- 
test against his appearing, which, witb the permission of 
the Committee, I will now read. 


To the Honorable Commtttee of the Common Counctl of 
the City of New York: 


Mr. Peres B. Sweenzy has been served with a paper 
purporting to require his appearance before you on this 
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day to give evidence in a certain unnamed a! ade 
scribed investigation, which we sappose to be iat macag 
to what is popularly calied ~city frands” We sppear. 
as his counsei, to protest against its enfcrcement suf 
have advised him tu omnfide to as the daty of respectfz_¥ 
asking your attention w the circumstances cider wien 
he is at present in tiia city. In February of 2 sear be 
was with his family in France. There was then pening 
against him an action on behaif of tais ecty, in woeas 
large am--cnt of money was ciained. Time having = 
in charge for the plaintiffs suggested his atter.dance tpaa 
the trial, and tendered him his prtection from ancorasee 
whi:e here for that purpree. On receiving tha: ini «mm 
tion from us he at once signified iis readiness w actend, 
and immediately did so. at large ineonseniecce amd 
eacrifice. Representing him. we entered in: the arrange 
ment which ts expressed in the instrument in our poms 
sim, a cupy of which is hereto annexed. Ya wi. per 
ceive taat it is executed on beba-f uf the People ty a. me 
gentlemen who were anppsed to have any interest c= 
control over the subject. inclading the Counsel w the 
Corporation. representing the city governmeat Mr. 
Sweeney. under our advice. trusted to the seserance x 
gave,and has been since then. and sti:] is, engaged m 
finally dispoeing of the action agsinst him. He has bed 
po netifieation from any souree that the immunity ths 
assures} wonid at any time expire, seording two its pro 
sist-ns. Witun beeoming respect fur your Hencrane 
it d. we insist tnat it wocid be a violation of the pede 
o2 2th of the pesy.e to subject him t any examima:4 
ie7 tue sabjects involved in the action against him 
<... ; also, in oar judgment. be unwarractabie sd 

sive te» «bige him at this time in the name of the 
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plaintiffs in that action, to become a witncas concerning 
gach matters, We therefore respectfully submit, as a 
matter of jastice and propriety as well as legal right, that 
your Honorable Body should declare him protected by 
the foregoing considerations, and relieve him from attend- 
ance before you. : 


December 5, 1377. 
(Signed) W. A. Beaca, 
Joax McKoy, 
A. J. Vanpreporn. 


Following is the stipulation : 


NEW YORK SUPREME COURT. 


The People of the State of New York against Peter B. 
Sweener and the Mayor of New York.—It is hereby 
stipulated and acreed that in the event of the defendant, 
Peter B. Sweeney, attending upon the trial of this action, 
he shall not be arrested on process, civil or criminal, at 
the sait of the people of the Stare of New York, or of 
the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commonalty of the city af 
New York, or of the county of New York, or of any tax- 
payer, or other person or persons, or corporation. claiming 
to sue or prosecute on their own behalf, or on behalf of or 
in right of the interest of said people of the said city or 
country, prior to or during the said triai, nor fur the period 
of thirty days subsequent thereto, nor shall anv order of 
arrest, or other process, civil or criminal, against his per- 
son be issued against or served on him during the period 
aforesaid. And it is hereby further stipulated that during 
the trial aforesaid he shal] not be arrested or called for 
trial on any indictment which may have been found 
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against him individually or in connection with others, and 
that during the said period no criminal complaint shall be 
made or indictment found against him. ' It being the in- 
tent and purpose of this stipulation that said Peter B. 
Sweeney shall be unmolested after his arrival in this city 
of New York, and for thirty Gays after the trial of this 
action, provided that the plaintiffs may, at any time, put 
an end to this stipulation and any rights of defendant 
Sweeney thereunder, by giving to the attorneys of said 
Sweeney thirty days’ notice of their intention so to do; 
after the expiration of such thirty days plaintiff shall be free 
to act as if this stipulation had never been made. 


(Signed) 


Cuarues S. Farronitp, Attorney-General. 

Bens. K. Puetps, District Attorney of N.Y. County. 
Wiuisam C. Warrney, Corporation Counsel. 
Wirever H. Peckuam, Assistant Counsel. 


Alderman Cowre desired to know whether in point of 
fact it wags. :-.e that Mr. Sweeney’s case, because of 
which that 6’ pulation had been given, was finally ad- 
jueted and settled. Mr. McKoon replied that it was not; 
that it is a live action to all intents and purposes, for 
although ter.us of settlement had been agreed upon, the 
settlement had not yet been made. 


Alderm’: ‘vo, qia—It is a live action, then ? 
Yetoln 593 a es 
Mr. MoKron—It is a live action to all inteuts ang pur- 
poses, and this stipulation gives him immunity from al} 
civil and criminal processes. He is to be absolutely free 
from all molestation and we respectfnlly suggest that thie 
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Committee molests him by enbpenaing him to appear be- 
fore it. 


Alderman Cowive—But, suppose the Committee only 
wished to obtain information from Mr. Sweeney, and have 
no desire to make it a basis of any action against him. 


Mr. MoKron—Ah, we cannot tell how this testimony 
will affect him. We should not have allowed him to 
come here from France anless we thought that he would 
be exempt from any molestation whatever. The public 
faith is pledged to that. 


Mr. Cote—I wish to know if it be the object of coun- 
gel to secure immunity for Mr. Sweeney as a witness on 
matters other than—— 


Mr. MoKzon (interrupting)—We intended that he 
should not be interfered with in any way, that was 
our purport, and now you propose to. ”: :yst him; you 
ought to go on with this case jnst as if Mn;fweeney was 
in Paris. | 


Mr. Cotr—I think under these circnmstances it would 
not be proper to compel Mr. Sweeney’s attendance. 


Alderman Cowive—Do yon think “ut?” ‘attendance 
here to give information as to his knowiedye of matters 
not connected with his own case would be a molestation. 


® 
Mr. MoKron—I do. 
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Alderman Cowisa—I think the Committee should take 
time to consider the matter. 


Wns A. Bzacn, who also represented Mr. Peter B. 
Sweeney then addressed the Committee, as follows : 


It is almost impossible that Mr. Sweeney should be a 
witness in these matters without necessarily involving the 
affairs of Mr. Sweeney in that investigation. The inquiry 
would naturally extend to his personal matters. . I had 
implicit confidence in the assurances given by that instru- 
ment, as well as from personal conversations with the gen- 
tlemen whose names appear upon it, that it wonld secure 
Mr. Sweeney entirely from apprehension of difficulty by 
prosecution, and from all petty annoyances on the subject 
of the frands which were involved in his case, and I am 
still convinced that the gentlemen who signed that stipu- 
lation had that object in view, and intended, as they con- 
sidered it of some importance that he should be present 
on his trial, that it should be a perfect and full immunity 
on all matters except the suit then pending against him. 
All these matters are remotely or approximately connected 
with the administration of Mr. Sweeney, in connection 
with the affairs of the city, and it is impossible that any 
examination could be had of him in regard to incidental, 
kindred, and associated matters that would necessarily in 
some degree reflect on his own concerns as involved in his 
adininistration. Will your Honors please consider the in- 
decency on the part of the People of compelling Mr. 
Sweeney to appear as a witness under circumstances in 
which he must necessarily be embarrassed by the subjects 
-which are to be examined. git is, I consider, a harsh and 
unwarrantable proceeding, and a great violation of good 


775 


faith and propriety to enforce this process against Mr. 
Sweeney. 


Alderman Cow1ne remarked that he understood from 
the Judge before whom Mr. Sweeney’s case was, that it 
was ended, with the exception of his paying over the - 
money consideration agreed upon. 


Mr. Braou replied that that was a misunderstanding, 
but even if it were so, Mr. Sweeney was still entitled to 
thirty davs’ notice after the trial, and no notice had been 
served. “I hope it is understood,” he said, “‘ Mr. Sweeney 
does not decline an investigation. He is willing to become 
@ witness on the proper occasion and at the proper time, 
but under existing circumstances, and at this juncture he 
deems it improper. His suit is not settled. We have in 
part settled it, but we have been compelled to ask certain 
indulgences, which have been kindly accorded. We have 
had great difficulty in complying with what we consider 
very harsh conditions, but which we intend to comply with 
fully. Until we have done so, the prosecution may at any 
moment set aside the now incomplete arrangements and 
renew the action. Un:der these circumstances the impro- 
priety of Mr. Sweeney appearing as a witness must be 
very apparent. 


The Committee determined to hold the protest and stipu- 
lation under advisement, and, for the present at least, to 
pass over the question of compelling Mr. Sweeney’s 
attendance. 
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Ex-Attorney General F. C. Bartow then took the stand, 
and was examined by Mr. Cots, as follows : 


Q. I received a communication from you saying that 
you desired to make some correction of a part of the testi- 
mony which you gave at the last meeting of the Com- 
mittee ? 

A. Yes, sir; I desire to make some correction; since I 
was here I looked over my letter book, and I find that on 
the 15th of April, 1873, I wrote a letter to Mr. Shultz, 
when I learned by his conversation that a loan of the 
trust funds to Keyser was then in contemplation, intimating 
to him that a trustee was not permitted to invest trust 
funds on second mortgages, and lease-hold property 
securities, and informing him thatif the security failed he 
would himself be liable for the sums invested. As counsel 
for Mr. Shultz, I advised that gentleman that he was 
not then under obligations to pay over to the city the 
$60,000 collected on Keyeser’s claims, but that he was 
responsible for it whenever a settlement should be made 
and it should turn out that he was owing the city that 
amount. These letters recall a good inany of the facts to 
my mind, and it ie clear to me from them that Shults 
never consulted me while the loaning of this money to 
Keyser and the taking of the mortgages on his property 
was in progress. 

Q. Was that letter written while you were Attorney 
General ? 

A. Yes, sir; I may also remark that in ease it shonld 
turn out on the settlement with the city that Keyser owes 
the city, Mr. Shultz is amply responsible, and I have no 
doubt but that he will pay over the money. I think that 
this should be brought to the attention of the Committee 
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as there seems to be some misunderstanding about the 
matter as if he had wronged somebody. 


Alderman Cowmne asked witness if he had ever found 
Mr. Keyser in any better physical and mental condition 
than he had appeared befure this Committee, and had conse- 
quently been able to get ont of him any really useful 
information. 


Gen. Barlow said that he had, that he was very much 
surprised at Mr. Keyser’s attitude and actions before this 
Committee, as reported by the newspapers, and that he 
thonght Mr. Keyser must have been very much frightened 
by the Committee or elee have had some powerful reason 
for acting as he did. Mr. hKeyser’s bouks were accurately 
kept, to all appearance, and his information on matters 
about which he was questioned affecting the city’s suits 
against other parties was clear and precise. 


Alderman Cowine remarked that Keyser had told 
the Committee that his books were very imperfect, as he 
knew little or nothing of bookkeeping, and kept a bad 
bookkeeper. 


Gen. Burlow replied that that was very different from 
what Mr. Keyser had represented to him. If the books 
he exhibited here only made such an imperfect showing 
as Alderman Lewis described and Alderman Cowing 
mentioned, the inference in his mind would bo that Mr. 
Keyser kept two sets of books. 


Q. (By Alderman Cowrne)—I suppose that there can- 


not be any claim on Mr. Shultz now to pay over the money 
to the city? 

A. I think not; but he is ready to pay over the money 
at the proper time. He is unwilling however to be held 
up in the newspapers as owing the city $62,000, that he 
ought to have paid and did not. 

By Mr. Corz—But the city has a right, as having con- 
tingent interest in that money, to know how it is in- 
vested ¢ 

A. I don’t mean to say anything against that. I suppose 
he is in the condition ofall trustees. 1 doubt whether 
any trustee is perfectly satisfied with the way in which 
the funds intrusted to him are invested but they must 
take risks. . 

By Mr. Cutr—I1 understand that these mortgages were 
made on leasehold property, and were second mortgages, 
and that you advised against them? 

A. Yes; as soon as it came to my personal knowledge I 
wrote him that letter to which I have referred but at the 
saine time, I stated to him that I thought the chances 
were that the property wonld never be called upon. 

Q. And you advised him against taking this leasehold 
property or second mortgages as security ? 

A. Yes, sir. | 

By Alderman Lzewis—Did you ever examine Keyser’s 
books ? 

A. No, sir; except in one or two instances. 

Q. He stated before this Committee that his books were 
entirely inaccurate ? 

A. That was different from what he stated to me. 

Mr. Cu_e—He said so here. ; 

A. Keyser brought various books to me, saying that he 
could show every item of the work done. That some of 


779 


it was done on Blackwell’s Island, but still it was for 
the city. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowme)—Did you ever come to any 
conclnsion as to whether he was indebted to the city or 
the city to him ? 

A. No; Inever did. He always asserted that these 
warrants were forgeries. I prepared a list of those he so 
designated and gavo notice to the Broadway Bank that 
such was the case. I served this notice at the very out- 
set of the proceedings, and from that time to this the city 
had maintained Keyser’s view of that by suing the Broad- 
way Bank on the ground that they were forgeries, 

Y. Why was not the simple expedient resorted to of 
suing Keyser. Why did not the authorities sue Keyser ¢ 
A. I don’t know why the anthorities did not do that. 

Q. That was a simple way of proceeding. 

A. They probably thought that an adjustment of it in 
the manner proposed was better than a long-winded suit. 
We tried all we could to get the city to make a settlement, 
but Mr. Green. I suppose, had so much to do that he could 
not attend to it. We frequently applied to him for that 
purpose, but without snecess. 

Q. (By Mr. Cotz)—Did you have charge of the Coman 
suit ? 

A. I had. 

Q. I wish you would state to the Committee under what 
circumstances that case was disposed of ? 

A. There are one or two suits still pending in which 
the same issnes are involved, and I think it would be un- 
advisable to state thuse circuinstances at present—though 
I have no objections to give my reasons to the counsel or 
to the Committee privately for my opinion. 

Mr. Cotze—I will not press the question. 


Petre B. Otney was then sworn, and testified as fol- 
lows : r 


Q. Please state to the Committee your connections with 
this assignment of John H. Keyser to Mr. Shultz? 

A. I had no connection with the assigninent except that 
it came into our office at the time the list of bills was 
bronght in. Thereupon we agreed to collect the bills, and 
we collected about $62,000—and paid over the money 
that we collected, after deducting our fees, to Mr. Shultz, 
and took his receipt therefor. Some time thereafter, I 
cannot tell the date, Mr. Keyser came into the office and 
wanted to know if I would act on his behalf in conjunc- 
tion with Mr. Hatfield, a young man in the Comptroller’s 
oftice, to see if we could arrive at asettlement of his affairs 
with the city—whether the city owed him or he owed the 
city. 1 was informed that I would be acceptable to Mr. 
Shultz if I would consent to act in that capacity ; and 
I consented to do so. We had several interviews with 
Mr. Hattield, who was a builder, I think. It is likely that 
I saw the Comptroller in connection with that business. 
I know that I spent considerable time at Mr. Keyser’s 
office in looking over his books, in order to be pre- 
pared, if ever the matter came to a head, to show the 
labor and work he had done. It was a large under- 
taking, and we were anxious to do all we could to 
bring about a settlement. Finally the city dropped the 
matter and nothing was ever accomplished. — I don’t think 
that Mr. Shultz ever consulted me about the loan of this 
money. Mr. Keyser came into the office one day and said 
that he was in great pecuniary straits in consequence of 
the city failing to make a settlement with him—that he 
had made every effort to effect a settlement, but had failed 
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—that Mr. Shultz had already loaned him some money 
and was going to lend him some more—and that he had 
agreed to give Mr. Shultz a mortgage upon certain prop- 
erty and ‘wished me to draw it up. 1 did so and I think 
that the mortgage or mortgages, with an abstract of the 
title, was sent to Mr. Shultz. I think that I had no personal 
communication with Mr. Shultz about the matter, I think 
I may have written to him a letter about the title; but I 
was not consulted abont the propriety of the transaction. 
I think I never gave any advice on the subject. I may 
have suggested something to Generel Barlow when he 
wrote that letter to Mr. Shultz; but I think I was never 
consulted as to the question of law. All I can say is that 
Mr. Shultz and Mr. Keyser made very earnest endeavors to 
bring about an honest adjustment of his claims without 
success I am unable to give the give the tigures, but I can 
say this that after examining Mr. Keyser’s books I came to 
the conclusion that the city was owing money to Keyser. 
That was my impression. 

Q@. You were representing Mr. Keyser? 

A. Yes, but of course I was not unfriendly to the city. 
Mr. Shultz wanted, I think, to get rid of this money and 
to pay it to whom it belonged. My understanding was 
that Mr. Shnitz was like a stake-holder, and I supposed 
that he would act in good faith with both parties. 

Q. That is a question of law. He held it in trust for 
the City of New York? 

A. My impression is that you are mistaken. I think 
that he holds it for the benefit of whom it may concern. 

Q. What was done by you and Hatfield, in trying to 
effect a settlement f 

A. I cannot tell you what {Hatfield did. In the first 
place, Mr. Keyser informed him on what building he had 
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done work, and I understand that he went over the city 
to see the work thus specified by Mr. Keyser. I think I 
siw his memorandum of the matter which he handed to 
the Comptroller. As far as I was concerned I think I 
had but one consultation with Mr. Hatfield, carly after 
the proposed settlements was set on foot as tu what 
method we should take in examining the work. For my- 
self I spent two or three evenings at Mr. Keyeser’s store at 
Ninth street, in making myself familar with the general 
conduct of his business, what entries he had made in his 
books and what data he could show for his claims—the 
work he had done and the materials he had furnished. 

Q. (By Alderman Lewis)—Was any reason assigned 
for dropping this investigation ? 

A. I don’t know but I heard that the appropriation 
which the Comptroller had for such purposea was used 
up or taken away, and that he had no further means to 
pay Mr. Hatfield. 

Q. (By Mr. Cors)—Mr. Keyser said that the expense 
of this loan was paid ont of the Trust Fund, was that 
true # 

A. It was not so reported in the papers. I think that 
Mr. Keyser paid us with his own checks, but I don’t know 
where the money came from. I am quite snre that he 
gave us his check. 

Q. Did you understand that these mortgages were secon 
mortgages ? ; 

A. I think so. I think I made an abstract of them. IL 
completed it and I think I sent it in a note to Mr. Shultz. 

@. You represented Mr, Keyser and did not advise Mr. 
Shultz at all ? 

A. No, I did not advise him us tothe propriety of what 
was tobe done. Mr Keyser, as I remember, came to me 
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and told me that this thing had been agreed upon that 
this money was to be loaned to him and that he was to 
give security to Mr. Shultz therefor, and that the security 
he was to give had been decided upon. All that I had to 
do was to pass upon the title. I do not think he made 
any concealment about the mortguges at that time. 

Q. Did you know anything of these claims that were 
assigned—That they were claims which Mr. Keyser never 
intended to present himself. 

A. I don’t think that any one of the claims ever came 
to trial. The people that had been engaged in the frauds 
knew very well that the work had been done for them. 
He was called upon to do this work, and as he had bills 
against the city he deemed it prudent to do it, but it was 
understood that he would never send any bills to them for 
it. The work was done, and these people would never 
have paid the claims unless the labor and materials had 
been supplied. 

Q. You say that Mr. Hatfield went around with Mr. 
Keyser to see what work had been actually done? 

A. I did not say that. I think he was to do so. 

Q. Were they to go and examine the work done for 
private persons as well as for the public? 

A. I think not. It was to examine the work done for 
the city. They had nothing to do with the other claims. 
The other claims had been collected. 

Q. Have you a list of those claims that were collected ? 

A. No, sir; not with me. 

Q. General Barlow mentioued sume of then, but his 
list was not complete ¢ 

A. Those claims on which suits were brought will be 
fuund registered in our registry. Some of them were 
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paid on demand, and some of them were settled by com- 
promise. 

Q. Most of them were compromised for less than their 
face 1 

A. Iconld not say exactly. Most of them, however, 
were compromised. ° 

Q. Please explain to the Committee why it was, when 
n compromise was about to be effected, that Mr. Keyser 
was consulted, and the information which he gave gener- 
ally followed as to the amount to be taken and the com- 
promise to be made ? 

A. You will bear in mind that these claims were made 
up of a great many items, and it would be altogether out 
of the question to go through and examine several hun- 
dred items. The bill therefore would be compromised 
for such an amount, as we took what we considered would 
be for the best interests of our clients. 

Q. What is your impression about Mr. Keyser’s books? 

A. When I went there to exainine them, he had a book- 
keeper, and this gentleman made the impresson on my 
mind that he was a good bookkeeper. I cannot say that 
Iam competent to judge, but his bookkeeper made a 
favorable impression upon me. 

Q. Mr. Keyser told you that he had good books of ac- 
counts ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Corze—He told us differently. That is all. 


Jaoxson S. Sonutz was then called and sworn: 


d. Will you please state how the idea first pre- 
sented itself to your mind that the assignment should be 
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made by Keyser to you in trnst. as between him and the 
city —how did you come to think of taking this trust? 

A. Becase I had to do with Mr. Keyser’s early connec. 
tion with the exposure of the “Ring;” and from that 
knowledge of him and his knowledge of me, I suppose he 
consented to permit me to occupy that position, 

Q. But the idea suggested itself to your mind or was 
suggested by somebody else ? 

A. Well, if you will allow me to tell all the cireum- 
stances about it perhaps that will be the best way. 


Mr. Core —Well, go on with your statement. 


Mr. Scuvirz —Soon after the publication in the Times uf 
certain frands connected with the affairs of the city,you may 
remember there was a committee of 70 citizens appointed, 
and I happened to be on the Committee on Frauds. Our 
attention was early directed to the large sums of money 
which had been obtained from the city by certain trades- 
men, and having some little knowledge of Mr. Keyser 
personally before this my attention was naturally 
drawn to the large suins he had received from the city. 
I think it was Horace Greeley who came to me first und 
said that Keyser denied he had received any such sums 
of money from the city, and had expressed tu him a 
willingness to make restitution for any wrongs he might 
have done—and said he thought I had better see him. 
I did see Mr. Keyser. I cannot state exactly what took 
place, but he repeated to me substantially that he had 
been doing wrong, but that he had not profited by 
that wrong; and that as far as he was able he would 
make restitution. - He was in a very excited and 
agitated state of mind, and sometimes I would have 
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to defer talking on the subject when I went to see 
him, go away and return again on the next day or 
evening. Soina few days I drew out from hii all he 
knew about the city’s relations with these various parties. 
I communicated that information to Mr. Peckham, Judge 
Lawrence, and Gen. Barlow. Iam not snre that I com- 
municated it all to them together at one time, but on 
several occasions they were all three present. They con- 
cluded that the information I had received from Keyser 
wus of the greatest importance to the interests of the city, 
and to the inquiries they were about to commence, and I 
was encouraged and induced to go on with Mr. Keyser, 
promising him, sv far as I had any authority to do so, 
immunity for himself personally, provided he would give 
us the facts regarding himself and everybody else, and 
aid us as far as was in his power. These interviews and 
conversations ran through’ days, and perhaps weeks, 
before we brought him to a determination—before we 
got him to make an assignment of his property. It was 
suggested by our counsel. Keyser was much agitated. 
He did not dare to go into the streets, and he appeared 
to be almost out of his mind. His family and physicians 
deterinined he should go out of the city, and our legal 
gentlemen thought it might be wise for him to go sume- 
where and get quited down. But before that, they 
wanted interviews with him, which I obtained at his 
house and elsewhere. 

At those interviews they talked with him fully, making 
memoranda at the time of what his statements were, and 
examining thoroughly his papers and books, and they all 
concluded that the information which he imparted was of 
the greatest importance, aud that Mr. Keyser mnst not 
only be secured as a witness but that his books and papers 
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must be held in our possession in some way. You will 
remember, perhaps, that his were the only books that were 
then in existence concerning these frauds. All the other 
mechanics were directed by the higher authorities in the 
conspiracy to burn their books, aud did so. He was 
directed to, but did not. His vouchers were also secured 
by a mere accident. Ile went into the Comptroller’s 
office to look at his vouchers, and placed them in a private 
drawer, they having occupied his attention past the time 
when that oftice was closed, and when on the following 
Saturday or Sunday night the other vouchers were de- 
struyed these escaped, and it occurred to him that his 
might not be destroyed, and on going there on Monday 
morning he found the vouchers which this fortunate 
circumstance had placed in that drawer. The Committee 
ascertained that fact, and wanted to possess themselves of 
those vouchers and snch explanations of them as Keyser 
could give. 


Mr. Core—-But Mr. Keyser did not have them. They 
remained in the custody of the Comptroller’s office. 


Mr. Scauttz— Well, they remained in possession of the 
office, but he found them. 


Mr. Cotr—No, they were found by the clerks in the 
oftice before he appeared on the scene. He does not even 
claim that he found then. You had better stick to mat- 
ters of fact that you know about yourself. 


Mr. Sonvttz—I want to show what was the motive on 
the part of the Committee. We wanted to get possession 
of Mr. Keyser and his vouchers and books as a means of 


788 


weertaining how his bneiness was transacted, and how this 
vrong was done. Mr. Keyser pointed out what vouchers 
vere his, and what he didn’t sign; and which he alleged 
were forgeries. Afterward. on examining the stubs of his 
sheck-book, I did not tind any record of the receipt of 
hose large sums of money mentioned on the vouchers he 
‘laimed to be forgeries, nor did I find any evidence of his 
1aving received them from his bank-books. 


Mr. Corr—But you know he only received thirty-five 
yer cent. of the face of the vonchers? 


Mr. Sonuttz —I—ah!—yes. I don’t know how much 
1e received. He stated at the time, but I had forgotten. 
We came to have considerable confidence in his state- 
nents, because Most of them were supported by other 
‘estimony and found to be true. The question then came 
ip how we could get possession of those books and papers 
n his absence, because he had to leave town by direction 
of his physician. One of our counsel suggested they had 
detter be given into the Comptroller's oftice, but that office 
at the time was in an unsettled condition, and it was 
‘hought better not to place them there. It was the idea 
of one of the counsel that he should assign those accounts 
0 the city pending a settlement between him and the city 
which he professed to desire. He professed to be willing 
© pay the city anything he had wrongfully received. It 
was an afterthought, this assignment of certain claims. 
When I came into possession of the books I saw these 
iarge claims against a large number of men whom he had 
seen telling us of as interested in this—-this—this 
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Mr. Sonutrz—Yes, steal’s the word. And at once our 
attention was directed to them, and we thought it would 
be a very good thing to get hold of these and see what we 
could get of them. He told us that they were for work 
which was done without any expectation of getting the 
full amount, and he was unwilling to assign them; said 
that these parties might pay him, but would uot pay any- 
body else. He said he could collect them better than 
anybody else. I took those accounts under these circum- 
stances. I supposed I. was a trustee, of course—that I 
was an assignee—a sort of go-between, between Mr. 
Keyser and the city, to arrange their differences, and to 
use him as a witness and his books and papers against 
other parties; but I promised him that he should be un- 
harmed, that he might walk the streets without fear of 
arrest, ard, so far as I was able to, I would allow him to 
go on with his stove business and his other business in 
which he said a number’ of young men were interested 
with him. I soon found out that he had no money in his 
business. He wanted to borrow money from the very 
start. He said he had used up his money in these city 
contracts, and, instead of paying him, they had, to use 
his phrase, “ gobbled up” the money themselves, and his 
entire capital was swamped, and he wanted to save these 
young men who were engaged in the stove business with 
him as partners. I promised him that he should be allowed 
to go on with this work, and I would keep the city matters 
separate. 

Regarding the books, he said: “I can’t give them to 
you to take away, because they contain all my accounts 
with other custumers than the city—private individuals.” 
Then I agreed that my work on them might be done in 
the evening at his store, when it would not interfere with 
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his other bnsiness. It was after repeated interviews, and 
all these promises and statements on my part as representa- 
tive of the best interests of the city, that I got him to the 
assignment, to do as I have indicated. 

After I had made the coilections on those claims con- 
veyed by that assigninent, I held the money for a long 
while, making attempts each day almost, certainly each 
week, to bring abont an adjustment in some way between 
the city and myself. Mr. Havemeyer, Mr. Tilden, and 
various other gentlemen who had knowledge of what I 
was doing, promised me that a settlement should take 
place just as soon as possible after the excitement of the 
hour had passed away. I remember on one occasion Mr. 
Tilden went down to see Mr. Green with me, and took 
down the law books, and showed Mr. Green that he had 
authority to settle Mr. Keyser’s claims against the city- 
They differed some way, and the thing dropped. Mr. 
Havemeyer, President of our Committee of Seventy, was 
also importuning Mr. Green to have the matter settled. 
As I was about to leave for Europe in the spring of 1873, 
I made extraordinary efforts in the fall and winter before 
to get this thing arranged. I brought all the influence I 
could on Mr. Geeen to get this thing settled. Mr. Have- 
meyer, Mr. Tilden, Col. Stebbins, and other gentlemen 
tried to assist me to get this matter off my hands before [I 
left. That I failed you all know, but I think Mr. Green 
will make this statement if called upon. Immediately 
upon getting possession of these books [employed an expert 
accountant to make out what would be Mr. Keyser’s claim 
‘against the city. He was at it three weeks. I presented 
it tothe Comptroller, saying: “There is my claim against 
the city for all the work Mr, Keyser has done, and if you 
have any counter-claims, get them up, so that we can have 
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them adjnsted. I did this within four weeks, I think, 
certainly within six weeks, after getting possession of those 
books. That account showed that the city owed Mr. Key- 
ser, 1 think, about $218,000, not giving them credit for 
the raised bills. ‘Those I could not, of course, get at. The 
accountant who made out this claim from Mr. Keyser’s 
books was a Mr. J. Graburn. I don’t know his addreas. 
I haven’t seen him since. I never saw him before I hired 
him. I think he was one of the young men engaged 
in Keyser’s stove works, At all events, he was about 
there. He was a very good bookkeeper, | think. 

Q. Did his claim of $28,000 take into consideration 
the raised bill? : 

A. All he then admitted having received. 

Q. Ile claimed those other vouchers were forgeries? 

A. Yes. 

Q. But he admitted here that they were all signed 
under a power of attorney which he gave to Wood- 
-ward ? 

A. It may be so. He never said so in my presence. 
Now, in regard to these mortgages which I have taken. 
After holding this money for a long time while making 
these repeated efforts to get a settlement, and failing to do 
so, [ tried to get the city to sue Mr. Keyser, because my 
counsel told me that was the only way to get the thing 
done. But I never could get it done. No suit 
was over commenced. I even asked the Jawyers 
whether we could not commence a suit, and they 
said that would not be so legitimate. A few days 
before I went to Europe in 1873 I was very desirous of 
getting rid of it, and asked Gen. Barlow if I couldn't 
throw the thing up; and he said: * No, the proper way 
would be toapply to the Court for relicf.” It was then 
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three or four days before my going to Europe, which I 
did on April 16th, 1873. 

Q. Was the trust fund at that time intact? 

A. Gen. Barlow wrote mea letter 

Q. Excuse. Was thetrust fund intact when you had 
that conversation with Gen. Barlow ? 

A. (Hesitatingly)—I think I hadn’t loaned any of it to 
Mr. Keyser at that time. 

Q. Refer to yonr first loan and see when it was made! 

A, (After reference to memoranda)—It was April 29, 
1872, that the first loan was made. 

Q. When was the last money received by you from 
those collections which made up the trust fund ? 

A. (After another reference)—September 25, 1872. 

Q. Then before you completed receiving the trust fund 
you began loaning it back to Mr. Keyser ? 

A. Yes, sir; that’s true. Gen. Barlow wrote mc the letter 
which he read you the day before I sailed. I have no 
recollection of reading it, but 1 didn’t need it to inform 
me that a trustee sliould not loan money on Jeasehold prop- 
erty, second mortgages, or other doubtful security. But, as 
it appeared to me, I had a difficult role to play. I had to 
maintain Mr. Keyser in his status as a citizen and a man, 
to keep him up, and at the same time secnre the city as 
far as I could for any money I could gather from his es 
tate. It was a subject vf conversation between us for a 
long time, how I could help him. He presented me with 
a list of his real estate, aud before I left for Europe I 
selected out the property I’d take the second mortgages 
on and which I deemed secure. On the Strangers’ Hos- 
pital, for instance, there was a mortgage of $20,000. I 
made an exainination of it, and determined it was worth 
$80,000 as hospital property, and for other uses $60,000. 
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I thonght it safe, therefore, to take a second mortgage 
npon it. The same thing applied in the case of the 
Strangers’ Rest, on Pear] street. There was a mortgage 
for $10,000 or $15,000 on it, and it was worth, in my 
opinion, $20,000 or $25,000. Both were sold for the first 
mortyaves, 

Q. You did not trv to protect the second mortgages ? 

A. No; 1 didn’t bid them up. I wish you to under- 
stand that I proceeded ou the theory that I held claims 
snfficie.t against the city for Mr. Keyser to offset that 
anionnt. 

Y. Deo you consider those $218,000 claimed on the the- 
ory of the forged vouchers an offset ? 

A. Yes, sir; certainly 1 think it is impossible for the 
city to show that Mr. Kevser is indebted to it, even al- 
lowing all the raised bills he himself received. 

Q. But he says under oath that he gave Woodward a 
power of attorney to sign these vouchers ¢ 

A. Well, that’s new to me. [I’ve got tu accept that sit- 
uation. Ile has never before so sworn or stated to my 
knowledge. Ile didn’t at any of the trials formerly. 

QY. What is your idea of your status regarding this 
trust fund ? 

A. I have accepted a trust on behalf of the city and of 
Mr. Keyser, jointly, to do a certain thing, which is to 
settle their acconnts, and if I tind Mr. Kevser is honestly 
and fairly indebted to the city, beyond and above the 
claims he has, then this money must be made good. [’m 
not sure of the legal aspect of the case, but that’s the 
moral aspect. | should want to consult counsel about 
that. 

Q. You still hold that fund subject to the same trust 
that yon took it for? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that fund is still applicable for that purpose? 

A. Yes, sir; to the extent which I have stated. 

Q. And to the extent which the courts may find? 

A. My impression is that everything should be accounted 
for and the business equitably settled as between man and 
man. 

Mr. Corse—No person says otherwise of your intentions, 
Mr. Shultz. 

A, Yes; but the newspapers have. 

Q. Now, I want to know precisely when you began to 
receive this money and the amonuts which you received . 
from time to time? 

A. I received November 2, 1871, from Andrew J. Gar- 
vey $141 in settlement of his bill of $435; Angust 2, 
from M. B, Wilson, $339.83 ; November 4, Menor, $785.71 ; 
November 9, from T. Farley, $1,996.59; Noveinber 9, 
from A. Willmann, $179.83 ; November 17, R. C. Hutch- 
ings, $1,018.16; November 17, M. J. Farrell, $31.72; 
November 23, W. A. Herring, $106.19; December 27, Wm. 
M. Tweed, $32,000; December 28, W. E. King, $5,000; 
and from the same party, December 30, a three months’ 
note for $9,475.97. 

Q. Was that paid on maturity ? 

A. I don’t know that. 

Q. It was paid ultimately ? 

A. Yes, sir. On January 11, 1872, from Coman, 
$1,479.77; January 11, William L. Edelstein, $45 ; Jann- 
ary, 1872, John Fox, $1,835.14; Peter B. Sweeney, 
$299.75 ; April 22, R. B. Connolly, $4,575.65; April 23, 
J. T. Connolly, $1,154.51; September 25, E. A. Wood- 
ward, $7,000. This is allI have here. 1 took two notes 
in settlement of the McLean claim of $1,500 each, which 


have since been paid, one dated April 1, 1ST4, and the 
other October 2, IST4. 

Q. What was the sum total that vou received ! 

af. S67.055.59. 

Q. Please give me the dates and the amounts that you 
paid out of this fund? 

A. I paid to J. Grabarn, $259; to Barlow & Olney as 
eemmision for collections, with interest for the use of 
the money, $#.301.42. 

@. Now, please give us a list of the money that you 
paid to Reveer. with the dates? 

a. April 29, 1872, $6.900; Mav 17, $5.00; June 15, 
B02 Jane 1S, $1.29; Jane 19, 87.000: August 2, 
S275: Angaet 8, $2,500; April Le UST. 81: April 
BM. S400: Mav 6 85.000; Mav 16, $1000 > May 23, 
Stree: June T, Gwe, Inly TT 25.000; Angust 7, 
Hes September 2. F108, September Ll. SL .0 | 
Seprember 16. $3.90; October 11, S8.6°0 2 October 30, 
$1.206; November 7. 21.000; November 15, $945.02, 
beire the halance of the moner in my hands. 

GY. Including interest ? 

4. Yes. sir: in addition tothe two notes of 31,500 
each paid by McLean. 

Q. When did von get the notes! 

A. In 1874. I think. 

Q. When did vou go te Europe! 

A. On the Isth of April, Ls73. 

Q. Who made the payments to Kevser after that! 

A. My partner. 

Q. Now, will vou please give me the dates of the 
taortza:ves ? 

A. June 1, 1872, $12,000; April 14, on the Pearl 
street property. $9.000; April 14, 1873. Ninth street 
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stables, $21,000; October 23, 1874, $7,000 ; December 6, 
1875, Second avenue, $5,000; May 14, 1872, Greenpoint 
property, $5,000; Auguet 20, 1872, $3,000 ; January 19, 
1876, I think the mortgage on the Greenpoint property, 
was $25,000. Unfortunately it was lost. In April it was 
all burned np. We lost the insurance because Mr. Key- 
ser did not inform them it was on lease-hold property. I 
trusted the insurance to him. 

Q. Why did you give back this money to Mr. Keyser? 

A. Because I could not get the Comptroller, Mr. Green. 
to settle the matter. 

Q. And that was the reason you gave Mr. Keyser back 
the money ? 

A. Itold him thatif he could give me reasonable 
security he could have the money, as I supposed it would 
come back to him again at any rate. 

Q. And that was the reasonable security you got for the 
loan ¢ . 

A. That is the fact. 

Q. You didn’t consider Mr. Keyser a good man, did 
you, that you treated him with such extravrdinary kind- 
ness ¢ 

A. | regarded Mr. Keyser as a great benefactor to the 
city, and I have seen nothing but great weakness in him. 
I cannot excuse his conduct. So far as I know he has 
told the truth to me. 

Y. You don’t believe that he raised his bills by adding 
any percentage upon them ? 

A, In answer to that, I will say that if he has done so 
he was the first one to acknowledge it. 

Q. Ilis vouchers were the first ones that were got? 

A. He told me that before the vouchers were found. 

Q. Before the vouchers were found ? 


A. Yes sir. 

Q@. So, betug the first one to acknowledge his gnilt, voa 
rerard him a3 a good man? 

A [don’t want to discuss that question. 1 said that, 
ander the circumstances, I felt bound to give the mouer 
back to him. 

GY. Did vou consider the claims he had against these 
mer to be his only available property ! 

AL DT theucht so. 

VY. How much do vou think he could have raised va 
these mortyayes if he hadu’t got the mouey from rou? 

aA. Perhaps $20,900 or 3302100, 

Y. So the diterence between $30 000 and 360,000 was 
the money be got from vou that he could not have gus 
from any other parties ! 

a. Tbave no doubt Twos an extraordinary ris, bat I 
bereved at that time that any of the mortgages. if fore 
closed. would bave realized the amonnt loaned upon it; 
particu.arly that on the Strangers’ Hospital That was 
my jrdzment. [think that the real estate would lave 
dDragas at any tine witiin three mouths after the mort- 
gages fiiiv the amount loaned upon it. 

y. Why wasit that these particular claitus were selected ? 

JA. He kept two classes of accounts One be proposed 
to set aside fur hiruself. and the other for the city, and we 
fogad on inspection that he had there larve clamms apon 
some persons, and we seievted them. 

Q. Some of them were not large claims ! 

A. Thev were in the class we selected. and [ made the 
axzvestion that he sheald assign them. He thought that 
he cuald elect them better himsed; bur he afterwards 
gad that be thonght we cond get more out of them than 
he could. and he put the: in the assignment. 
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Q. You selected them because, in your judgment, they 
were fraudulent ? ‘ 

A. No; 1 believed they were honest claims. 

Q. For their face? 

, A. I wonld not like to say that. Plumbers bills are 
very uncertain things, anyhow. 

Q. As plumbers’ bills gu? 

A. I think they charged big prices, but I think the 
parties got their money’s worth. 

Q. He had claims against others, had he not? 

A. Yes; Tweed’s claim was $40,000. On the book it 
was $80,000. 

Q. Did you think that the real claim against Tweed 
was $40,000 or 350,000 ? 

A. I supposed it was $80,000. There was a metnoran- 
dui on the book, “ paid,” in pencil. I found some irreg- 
ularities. There was a claiin against Orison Blunt 
which I never collected. 1 will say, however, that I con- 
sulted Mr. Keyser on that, and took his view of the case. 

Q. Was the name of Orison Blunt erased from the 
assignment ? 

A. It was; but I don’t know who erased it; I only 
know that it was done. 

Q. Was it in the original assignment ? 

A. I think it was, if I ain not mistaken. 


Q. Is the name erased in the original ? 
A. Yes, sir. 


@. You don’t known whether that erasure was inade 
before or after the date of the settlement ? 
A. It seems to me to have been made after it. 


Y. Keyser testified concerning the bill there presented 
that it was collected, or some of it ? 
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A. There was no money cullected except from those 
parties whose names I have given to you. 

Q. Was this trust fund kept separate as a trust fund ? 

A. Ithink not; I think our firm took it, and loaned it 
out at 7 per cent. interest. 

Q. Now, one thing more and I have done, I understoud 
you to say that you made a number of efforts to get 
Comptroller Green to settle this matter between Keyser 
and the city, and he would not do it. Finally, you be- 
came convinced that no settlement would ever be made, 
and you determined to let Keyser have the money back 
again? ; 

A. My efforts for a settlement began within four weeks 
after I got the assignment. I made great efforts in the 
case towards a settlement, but unsuccessfully, and 1 be- 
came disgusted and wanted to give it up. 

Q. How long was that going on before you became 
disgusted 4 

A. Six months or a year. 

Q. The last collections you made were in 1874. Prior 
to that was one in September, 1873, but you began to lvan 
him money in large sums as far back as April, 1872. Now 
you could not have been very hopeless about gettiny a set- 
tlement then ? 

A. I communicated with Mr. Green from the very 
start, but I did not consult him about the mortgages on 
the property. 

@. Was it necessary to give Mr. Keyser $5,000 a 
month ? 7 

A. I gave it to him from time to time, as his business 
required it. 

Q. Was it necessary to give him that much money a 
month ? 


A. I thought 80 at that time. 

Q. Why did you not think it necessary to have some 
regard for the interests of the other cestut que trust? 

A. I thought it was necessary for us to give Mr. Keyser 
a respectable standing in the community, and to keep him 
up; and for that reason I told him that if he could give 
me any reasonable security I would give the money back 
to hin. I don’t think it necessary to explain to you, a8 a 
lawyer, why it was necessary to keep him in good condi- 
tion, and to make him feel good. We wanted to use him 
as a willing witness, not an unwilling one. 

Y. We found hin a most unwilling witness. 

A. Did you? 

Q. You were to act as much for Keyser as for the city 
—the same for both—to find out the truth between them? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why was it not proper then for yon to enforce hie 
claims against the city if you thought he had any? 

A. He consulted his lawyers, and they said it was not 
proper for him to sue the city—that the city should sue 
Keyser? 

Q. But if the city owed him money ? 

A. He was told that that was not the proper proceeding, 
but that they should sue him. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)--I will ask you but one 
question, Mr. Shultz. If, hereafter, it shall appear upon 
accounting between Mr. Keyser and the city that Mr. 
Keyser is justly indebted to the city for an amount equal 
to the amount that came into your hands this trust, and it 
shall be determined that those investments which you 
made were valueless and illegal, are you of sufficient finan- 
cial responsibility to make good that sum to the city ? 
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A. I don’t think that question is quite a fair one, but I 
shall anewer it. 

Q. I want to place you in a proper light? 

A. I think [ shall be able to respond to any requirement 
of that nature. I think at the proper time it will be re- 
sponded to. 

Q. My intention in asking the question is to know if 
you ure in a position to do the city justice? 

A. IfI am leyally liable for the amount collected I 
think the city will get it. That is my impression, but I 
don’t think I want to pay it over this afternoon. 


The Committee then adjourned to 7th inst. 


TWENTY-NINTH DAY. 


TsuRspDAy, December 6, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
oa Cowina, 
- SLEVIN. 


The Committee met to-day at 2 o’clock P. u., pursuant 
to adjonrnment. 


There being no witnesses in attendance, no testimony 
was taken to-day. 
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Alderman Lewis, Chairman of the Committee, made 
the following statement : 


In a matter now pending before the honorable Supreme 
Court, one of the justices expressed a doubt as to the ob- 
ject of this Committee of Investigation. With all due 
respect for the Court and His Honor the Judge referred 
to, I desire to say, on behalf of this Committee, that the 
object was, and is, to ascertain why, with the great outlay 
expended by the city, so small an amount has been recov- 
ered of the $50,000,000 estimated to have been dishon- 
estly taken by the so-called Tweed Ring, and the conspi- 
rators allowed to go unpunished. Some of the principals 
in this great fraud declare under oath that their share of 
the amount so stulen has been frittered away and lost in 
speculations, the losses commencing eighteen months after 
the frauds were discovered and while the State authorities 
were endeavoring to bring the culprits to justice. . We, 
as a Committee appointed: by the direct representatives of 
the people of this city, deemed it our duty to ascertain if 
every measure had been adupted that might bring to punish- 
ment the men who have so outrageously robbed its citizens 
and secure such assets for the people as may still remain 
under the control of the members of ‘l'weed Ring. And 
we fee] assured, that when the evidence adduced before 
us is analyzed, it will enable us to report a state of facts 
concerning this matter that will show that the principal 
leaders in this wicked conspiracy have so far escaped the 
punishment they so richly deserve, and the city has ac- 
quired a very small proportion of the amonnt stolen 
while large lawyers’ fees have been paid and members af 
the Ring protected, who, in our judgment, should have 
received punishinent. No full statement of these frauds 
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had ever been furnished to the people of this city, and 
facts are now obtained which in all probability would not 
have been made public unless obtained by this investiga- 
tion. The Committee consider this explanation due tothe 
people of this city, and hope that it will also serve to 
enlighten the honorable the Judge referred to above. 


After this statement had been made, the Committee 
adjourned until next Wednesday morning at eleven 
o’clock. 


THIRTIETH DAY. 


DecemBex 12, 1877. 


Present— Alderman Lewis. 


Wueeter H. Proxsam was called, and having been duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Q. (By Mr. Cotz)—Mr. Peckham, you have been con- 
nected with what is known as the “Ring” suits almost from 
the beginning or quite so—have you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. State to the Committee when and under what circum- 
stances you first became connected with those suits? 

A. I was employed by Mr. Charles O’Conor, in 1871, 
in the fall, to assist him in the prosecution of the. suits 
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which he then proposed to commence. Mr. O’Conor was 
acting under the authority of the Attorney General. 

Q. He was acting for the Attorney General, and em- 
ployed you and other counsel to assist him ? 

A., Yes, sir; Judge Emott, William M. Evarts and 
myself. 7 

Q. That was soon after the exposure of the “ Ring,” 
and before any action had been taken with regard to any 
of the persons who composed it—was it not? 

A. There was some little action taken by independent 
parties prior to that. There was a bill filed by Mr. Foley. 
The Committee of Seventy and the special committee 
which was called the Committee on Remedies, had em- 
ployed as counsel General Barlow, Mr. Lawrence, Mr, 
Barrett and myself. We commenced suit and proceeded 
so far as to serve a summons on Ingersoll; and we got an 
order for his examination. The order was granted, but 
witli a stay until heard on appeal at the General Terin. 

Q@. You are familiar, then, with all the suits that have 
been begun against the members of the Ring ? 

A. I am familiar with all those suits in which I was 
employed; but that was all that was done by the Com- 
mittee of Seventy, and it amounted to nothing. There 
have been a great many suits with which I have had 
nothing to do. 

Q. The testimony taken before this Committee shows 
that there were engaged in the Ring frauds the following 
persons who occupied official positions under the city or 
county governinent, viz: William M. Tweed, Commission- 
er of Public Works; R. B. Connolly, Comptroller; Peter 
B. Sweeney, City Chamberlain; A. Oakey Lall, Mayor; 
E. A. Woodward, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors ; 
and James Watsen, County Treasurer ; and the following 
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persons who held no official positions: James B. Ingersoll, 
Andrew Garvey, John H. Keyser, George S. Miller, and 
Hugh Smith. Will yon please tell the Committee what 
proceedings, if any, have been taken against each of those 
persons, and what is the present condition of such suits? 

A. To begin with Wriuiam M. Twerp. The first 
suit against him was brought in the fall of 1871. It was 
brought under the direction of Mr. Charles O’Conor, and 
the gentlemen assisting him, and also with the informal 
assistance of Governor Tilden. That was commenced — 
against Tweed, and he was held to bail in a million of 
dollars. It was heard on a motion to vacate the order of 
arrest, and also on demurrer at Special and General Term. 
There was a vast quantity of proceedings in it, and the final 
result of the case was that the Court of Appeals held that 
an action of that character could not be sustained. It 
was, thereupon, discontinued in the spring of 1875; another 
action was begun against him at the same time that the 
other was discontinued and he was held to bail in three or 
four millions of dollers. That action proceeded to trial in 
the spring of 1876, and resulted in a judgment againat 
him for the amount we claimed to recover. There was 
also a snit commenced against R. 3. Connolly at the 
same time in 1871. I ought to state, perhaps, that the 
suit against him was commenced by Mr. O’Conor and 
myself alone, none of the other counsel knowing anything 
of it. Connolly gave bail and disappeared, and that is 
the last that has been seen of him. His bail bond was 
reduced to $500,000 by order of the Supreme Court. 

Q. What Judge granted that order? 

A. My impression is that it was Judge Learned of Al- 
bany. 

@. Do you know what became of his bail bond? 
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A. No; I don’t know what became of it, but speaking 
from my knowledge of the routine in such things, [ suppose 
it was filed. That suit was discontinued in the same way 
and for the same reason as that of Tweed. There was 
another suit commenced against Connolly at the same 
time, in the spring of 1875. No; I don’t think it was at 
the same time, but it was under the act that was passed 
in 1875. That suit was tried within the last few weeks. 
He did not defend it, and judgment was rendered against 
him. 

As to Perer B. Swxenry, no proceedings were ever 
taken against him until the spring or summer of 1875. 
There was no evidence on which a suit could be maintained 
—no sufficient legal evidence until 1875, when an action 
was brought against him and his property attached. That 
suit was prepared for trial and was ready for trial last 
summer, when arrangeinents were made by which a cer- 
tain amount of money was agreed to be given to the city, 
and the case was not tried. 

Q. The trouble in the Sweeney case was that you could 
not trace payments of money directly to him ? 

A. No, not exactly that, not altogether that; it was 
briefly this: He was not a public officer and held no such 
relation to the proceedings on which these things were 
funnded as the others did; he was not within the purview 
of the statute, as his name could not be found on a single 
piece of paper; and there was no way of establishing his 
connection with the frauds; the only way by which 
we could do that affirmatively was by the evidence of 
Ingersoll. 

As to Oaxgey Hatt, there never was any civil pro- 
ceeding commenced against him, to my knowledge ; I 
have heard that there was a summons served upon him by 
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direction of himself, in 1871, by the then Corporation 
Counsel. That was no proceeding of mine, or any one 
that I had anything todo with. I was directed at one 
time to prepare a complaint against Hall; I think when 
Attorney General Barlow was in office, and I think I did 
prepare it, but nothing was ever done with it. 


E. A. Woopwarp disappeared very early in these trans- 
actions. He was sought for with a great deal of energy, 
but could not be caught. We had more or less negotia- 
tions with parties who assuined to appear for him, and 
ciaimed to represent him, suggesting that he might be used 
as a witness in the early trials of the “ Ring” suits; but 
nothing was ever done until he was arrested in Chicago in 
the fall of 1876. The first thing I knew or heard of it 
was some one telegraphing to me at my house, in the mid- 
die of the night, asking me what reward there was for the 
capture of E. A. Woodward. He was brought here and a 
suit was commenced against him. Negotiations were com- 
menced for his paying over some money and his giving 
such evidence as he could in the “ Ring suits,” then pend- 
ing. These negotiations resulted in his paying $155,000 
in December last—$105,000 in cashand $50,000 in a note 
which was deposited by the Attorney General in the Union 
Trust Company, and which was paid. 

Q. Ilave you any recollection when that note was paid ? 

A. It was paid when it fell due. I think six months 
after its date. 

Q. That was some time in July last? 

A. Yes; in July. 

Q. In what Trust Company was it deposited ? 

A. The Union Trust Company of New York. It was 
deposited there by the Attorney General. 
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Q. And the $100,000 was paid to the Attorney- 
General f 

A. You may say that it was $105,000. The history of 
the transaction was this: We had been tiegotiating for 
some time and had finally got Woodward up to $150,000 
when I went to the Attorney-General and told him that 
1 thought that was about all we could get, but that I 
might be able to get enough more than the $150,000 to 
pay my charges; that I should charge $5,000 for my 
services, and that I thought I might make Woodward pay 
enough more to cover it. He said that he would like me 
to doso if I could; I then succeeded in inducing those 
who were acting for Woodward to agree to pay $15 >,000, 
so that the Attorney General might pay me $5,000 and 
pay over to the city $150,000 net. The letters which I 
inclozed you between the Attorney General and myeelf 
in my letter to you of the 3d instant explain the facts. 

Q. The $50,000 was paid by note ? 


A. Yes, it was cashed at maturity. There wae consider- 
able security given for the note, on real estaté in Connecti- 
cut. There was also some personal security of indorsers. 
The Attorney General assented to the arrangement. 

Q. At the time that the arrangement with Woodward 
was entered into, did he make any statement of his prop- 
erty or effects, either personally or by connsel ? 

A. His counsel presented me an account of the real 
estate that he had in Connecticut. There were some 
mortgages alsv, which they said that he had, besides some 
other property which was not available, as it depended on 
contingencies—-property which Woodward himself might 
or might not be able to turn to account. I actually knew 
that the man was not giving over the last dollar he had in 
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the world, but I did suppose that I got all the available 
property that was to be found. 

Y. What did his counsel represent to be the entire value 
of his property ? 

A. I don’t remember what valuation they put upon it, 
but I thought it was valued higher than it was worth. I 
took a lien upon it, but afterwards I preferred to take 
$50,000 rather than the property itself. So far as I could 
see from all I learned and from the report of the gentle- 
man I sent up there, we got about $100,000 more than we 
could have gotten by proceeding against his real estate. 

Q. Against his real estate ¢ : 

A. Yes, and the mortgages. There was something else 
which his personal attention might make available, but 1 
considered that if he gave the sum named, that that, to- 
gether with the testimony which he would be able to give, 
which was an important consideration, was the most that 
we could realize. 

Q. At that time, was it considered necessary that Wood- 
ward-should be used as a witness ? 

A. Yes, sir, because the cases of Sweeney and Connolly 
were pending, and we did not know what turn affairs 
might take. I also understood that he would be a valu- 
able witness in a great many suits of which I knew 
nothing. 

Q. With regard to those negotiations with Woodward, 
who were the parties who acted for the people besides 
yourself ? 

A, The negotiations, I think, were commenced between 
Mr. Townsend and Mr. O’Conor. Mr. Townsend for 
Woodward, and Mr. O’Conor for the city. About the 
middle of December Mr. O’Conor retired from the case. 
I remember his referring to the Woodward case, with a 
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suggestion to get as much as we possibly could. Exclusive 
of that, there was no one connected with the negotiations 
except myself. I consulted the Corporation Counsel, and 
the Attorney General, but the direct action, you will 
understand, was independent of them. I did not want to 
have the officials brought in or mixed up yah the negoti- 
ations then pending. 

Q. The idea was not to have it appear that the Peopie 
had entered into an ‘accord and satisfaction ” in either of 
those cases. 

A. Yes; what 1 proposed to do was that I shonld col- 

» lect whatever amount I could, as far as I was concerned, 
and then that we would not do anything further in the 
case. The Corporation Counsel and the Attorney Gen- 
eral knew of it, and ratified it, or-rather authorized my 
action in that way. 

Q. Now, we will take up Watson’: case ? 

A. Watson was dead when the proceedings were com- 
menced, and a suit was instituted against his real estate. 
There was a great deal of negotiation. Finally, we got 
a judgment. The Surrogate afterwards made a decree 
directing that a check should be issued by the United 
States Trust Company, in payment of the judgment. In 
1875 the action was commenced and a great deal of nego- 
tiation had. Finally we got a jndgment for some $648,- 
000. We realized $590,000, which we paid to the Attor- 
ney General. 

Q. Can you tell at what time the Attorney General 
might have drawn that money from the United States 
Trust Company. It laid there for some time after the 
judgment was entered # 

A. He never had any power to draw it from the United 
States Trust Company. The decree was entered in the 
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Surrogate’s Court, by which the United States Trust Com- 
pany was to draw a check to the order of the State Treus- 
urer. That was found to be an inconvenient proceeding, 
requiring a law to get it from the State Treasurer, and 
we had the decree corrected so that they were directed to 
pay the money to the order of the Attorney General. 
That check was delivered to me and I sent it, I presume, 
on the same day to the Attorney Geteral. 

Q. That was a certificate of deposit, was it? 

A. My memory is that it was a check by the United 
States Trust Company, on some bank. It was a check. 

Y. lam trying to fix the time at which that money 
ought to have begun to earn interest ? 

A. All that I can tell you ie, that if you look at the de- 
cree you will see the date thereof. The money was in the 
hards of the Attorney General within a few days after it 
had been so ordered—within a week or so. Of course I 
could tell yon the exact time by looking at my letter book. 

Q. Why wasit that the suit was settled for a much 
emaller amount than the amount of the judgment? 

A. The judgment was for about $648,000, and the 
amount realized by the city was $590,0U0—a difference 
of $50,0U0 or $60,000. There was an understanding that 
if the Surrogate decreed that. a certain amount of the 
money should be applied to tne payment of taxes and 
some other expenses we would make no active opposition. 
The Surrogate’s Court did so order. 

Q. It was, then, a decree of the Surrogate which pro- 
vided that the judgment for $640,000 should be settled for ~ 
the sum of $590,U00? , 

A. The decree stated what amount of the funds in the 
hands of the Trust Company should be applied to the pay- 
ment of the judgment. 
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Q. The decree shows what disposition was made of 
it ¢ 

al. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Y. That ends the lists of officials—_Now we will take 
up the private persons? 

A. As to [ncersort—As I said before he was the one 
that was sued independently. That was very soon ended. 
It did not amount to anything. In the civil proceedings 
process was served upon him. He ran away. He came 
back under the safe-conduct of the authorities with the un- 
derstanding that he would be of service to us as a witness, 
and after he had told us what he knew we would see 
whether we would use him asa witness, or would give 
him a certain lengthof time—to disappear again—so that 
he might place himself in the same position as before he 
came. Ingersoll came here, and I remember I saw him; 
I think more than once. I think some others saw him 
also. The impression he produced on me was that he 
was not telling all he could. The result was that we would 
not accept him as a witness, and he was warned to look 
out for himself. After the specitied time had elapsed, we 
‘looked out for him and had him arrested. A civil suit was 
commenced against him and he was held to bail. I don’t 
know whether it was tixed at a million of dollars or not. 
It might be put at half a million—and he was soon after- 
wards tried on the indictment. I tried the indictment, 
and he was sent to the State Prison. In the civil suit 
against him the Court of Appeals held that it could not 
~ be maintained. When he was in the State Prison, some- 
body aume tome and told me that he was very ready to 
gay everything he could, and that he would be a very val- 
uable witness. The same thing was also told to Mr. 
O’Conor, and at the request of some gentleman, either 
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Mr. O’Conor or Mr. Tilden, I cannot remember which, | 
went to Anburn and saw him there. One, evening, some 
some time afterwards, I received a note from Mr. 
O’Oonor, saying that Ingersoll’s testimony was neceseary 
to thecompletion of the evidence which he was preparing 
in the suits against Tweed and Sweeney, underthe act of 
1875. Isent that note or its substance tu the Governor, 
and Ingersol] was pardoned. He came here and testified, 
and professed himself ready to do anything he could in 
the prosecution of those suits. With possibly one or two 
exceptions, he has told everything he knew, and has since 
been a prompt witness when called npon. No civil action 
was ever afterwards commenced against him. 

Q. Why was that ? 

A. I could not say. I never had any instructions to 
commence an action against him. I know in a general 
way that Mr. O'Conor advised against any action being 
taken against him. He did not bring any such action. 
_Yon cannot sue a man and use him as a witness at the 
“game time. 

Q. That exhansts him. Now, as to Garvey ? 

A. Garvey ran away at the start and cuuld not be found 
when proceedings were commenced, Afterward neyotia- 
tions were commenced between Mrs. Garvey and Mr. 
©’Conor, and afterwards with Garvey himeelf; and the 
result was that he caine back some time afterwards. I 
saw him and examined him. I used him as a witness 
upon the trial of Mayor Hall, and on pretty much all the 
trials we have had since. Garvey has proved himself a 
very valuable witness. His statements have been very 
reliable and he has been very thorough and active in doing 
what he cuuld in filling the role that he undertook. No 
civil action was commenced against him. 
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Q. And for the same reason ? 

A. Yes. so far as I was concerned, I' had no instructions, 
and had I been instructed I should have declined acting, 
for the reason that I could not commence an action against 
a man after talking freely with him and being admitted 
to bis confidence, unless 1 was satisfied that he was 
deceiving me. 

Q. Now, as regards Keyser ¢ 

A, Kuysxr was the first man I knew of to makea break. 
I did not see much of him or have much to du with him. 
He acted more directly with Mr. Shultz and General 
Barlow. They saw him. I remember going one time in 
the early part of these transactions to the Court house to 
examine these warrants. General Barlow was there, and 
Mr. Earl, I think, wasthere on the part of the Comptroller. 
We examined the warrants, and Keyser pointed out soe 
that he said were forgeries. A day or so afterwards I 
was sitting in the Comptroller’s office talking to Mr. 
Green, who was Deputy Comptroller. Mr. Tilden came 
in. He was not Governor then. The question arose as 
to the liability of the Broadway Bank for the payment of 
the warrants which Keyser said were forgeries. We con- 
cluded to send for Mr. Palmer, who was President of the 
Bank, and this phase of the case was placed before him. 
Ile seemed to be quite surprised and offered every facility 
to examine into the bank accounts and to place the books 
at our disposal for that purpose. Governor Tilden offered 
to make the examination, and that was the tirst evidence 
of a clear character that we obtained. Keyser has been 
a witness ever since, and I have examined him in a great 
many cases. 


Q. Uave you found him an accurate and valuable 
witness ? 
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A. He was a very valuable witness. He is a curious 
sort of compound. Keyser wanted to have it appear that 
he was a very good man all through, and had been in some 
way mistaken. Garvey admitted that he was wrong ; 
whereas Keyser would never admit that, but was always 
inclined to say that he had been misled. I don’t think 
that he ever inteuded to deceive us. He was not quite so 
prompt on the witness stand as I was led to suppose that 
he would be when I talkedto him. Keyser was mistaken 
abont a great many things. In regard to his warrants 
which he said were forged. it now appears that he either 
indorsed them himself or allowed Woodward to do so for 
him. Except errors aud mistakes of that kind, I have 
never seen anything that made me believe he was unfair, 
or intended to deceive me. He is not quite so firm as we 
could desire, owing, perhaps to the idivsynerasy of the 
man. : 

Q. What was the nature of his assertion —that the 
indorsement of these warrants were forgeries? That was 
the basis of his whole development, was it not? 

A. Well, if bis staternents as to those indorsements had 
been true, a case could have been made out against 
Woodward for forgery: 

Q. And against the Broadway Bank? 

A. Yes, sir; a civil liability. 

Q. But if his statement as to these indorsements 
was false, it necessarily was useless for either of those 
purposes ¢ 

A. Obviously. 

Q. Do you know any thing about the assignment made 
by Keyser to Shultz? 

A. Thave heard of it. I do not think that I ever saw 
it, except at the last trial against Tweed. 
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Q. Did you hear of it when it was made? 

A. I may have, but I don’t think that I ever heard of 
it when it was in contemplation. 

Q. The testimony taken before this Committee indi- 
cates very clearly that the claims that were assigned by 
Keyser to Shultz under the deed of trast were claims 
which he never intended to present or collect; did you 
know anything abont that at the time ? 

A. 1 did not at the time nor before your examination 
of him berore this Committee, I think; but whether 
I. did or not I do not know. It is possible I might 
have. I don’t remember anything about it. 

Q. Asto Keyser, there was no action, either civil or 
criminal, instituted ‘against him ? 

A. Not that Iam aware of. 

Q. The next man is J. McBride Davidson ? 

A. No proceedings were ever commenced against him. 

Q. Do you know why ? 

_ A. Ae far as I am concerned, because I was never in- 
structed to take any proceedings against him. 

Q. Was he used as a witness ? 

A. Yes; and his testimony was to the effect that his 
bills were rendered fairly, but that ‘they had been raised 
afterwards. When he was being paid he was called upon 
to indorse the warrants, which he did without seeing the 
face of the warrants. He was a witness in the civil 
trial against Tweed, and he was the king-bolt in the trial 
of Genet, who could not have been convicted withont his 
testimony. 

Q. It is shown in all these trials that he knew of these 
frauds and was a party to them to the extent of indors- 
ing the fraudulent warrants? 

A. You can draw your own inference from the facts. 
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He presented his bills, and his charges were extremely 
liberal ; and when he was paid his bills he was paid in that 
way. You can draw the same inference that I can. 

@. He made an assignment to his partners, did he not? 

A. I never heard of any assignment that he made to 
anybody. He may have done so for all I know. 

Q. You have no knowledge of it? 

A. No, sir. There was a suit pending between his 
partners and himeelf, which is still pending in Albany. 
In the conrse of some proceedings there was a receiver 
appointed of the property belonging to the firm ; that re- 
ceiver bronght more or less suits down here and employed 
mein them. I don’t know how many there are. I tried 
some of them. So far as I know that was a controversy 
between the partners, and the money collected was paid 
over to the receiver—what I collected and what was col- 
lected by my firm. 

Q. The next name is George S. Miller. Has any suit 
ever been bronght against him ? 

A. Yes,sir. There was a suit brought against him by 
the Board of Supervisors. After the decision of the 
Court of Appeals in the Tweed suits there was a sort of 

- interlude in the proceedings. After the act of 1875 every- 

“thing of that kind was dropped. Miller was a witnesa in 
the trial of the civil suit against Tweed, and gave his tes- 
timony on that trial. 

Q. The only remaining name on the list is that of 
Hvuen Suir? : 

A. So far as I know no action was ever commenced 
against him. 

Q. Be kind enongh to state what, if any, stipulations or 
agreements were made with any of these members of the 
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Ring to the effect that they should be protected froin 
prosecution on civil as well as criminal process? 

A. As to Garvey, Keyser, Davidson and Miller, I do not 
know what was done in regard to them, as to that. The 
arrangement with Garvey, whatever it was, was made with 
Mr. O’Conor; that with Keyser was made with General 
Barlow or Mr. Shultz. I don’t know that I ever had any 
conversation with Miller on that subject. I saw him at 
the trial of Tweed. I never had any conversation 
with Ingersoll, except this: When his counsel came to 
my house, prior to Ingersoll being pardoned, he asked me 
what would be done with the civil proceedings against 
him ; my answer was that I could not make any bargain 
with him, but that he saw what had been done with 
regard to other parties, and he could form his own 
judgment as to his case. 

Q. So far as you know, there has been no stipulation 
with any of them as to protection from civil suits? 

A. None except what I have told you. I have told you 
the facts, and you can draw your own inferences as well 
as I can, 

@. You have stated, that in one case—that of Peter B. 
Sweeney—some of his property had been attached ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was their any property attached in any of the other 
cases at any time? 

A. An attachment was issued in the case of Tweed, but 
Ithink every piece of his property was said to be in the 
hands of somebody else. I think there were some attach- 
ments issued against some of the Court House Commis- 
sioners. 


Q. When were these attachments issued in the Tweed 
case ¢ 
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A. Abont the time the suit was commenced in 1875. 

Q. What became of those attachments? 

A. They still exist, I suppose. 

@. They were never vacated ? 

A. A motion was made to vacate the order of arrest, 
but I don’t think that any motion was made to vacate the 
attachment. Still it might have been. I know the case 
came up and I argued it, as to whether a writ of attach- 
ment and an order of arrest could co-exist. There was a 
motion at the same time with regard to the bill of partic- 
ulars; but it strikes me that no motion was made to 
vacate the attachment. 

Q. Can you state why it was that in the other cases no 
attachments were issued ? 

A, The only cases that I had charge of were those large 
cases. In the casesof Tweed and Sweeney and Connolly, 
they were finally issued, but in the case of Connolly they 
could not find any thing to attach. The reason they were 
not issued, originally, was becanse an attachment could not 
be got in an action fortort. Theact of 1875 was promoted 
aud was drawn I think by Mr. O’Conor. It was passed 
in order that we might get an attachment with the order 
of arrest. 

Q. Tas there been in any of these cases a written stipn- 
lation or agreement, protecting any of the Ring men from 
prosecution, either in civil or criminal actions ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. I did not catch what you said as to who made those 
stipulations ? 

A. The arrangement with Garvey was made between 
Mr. O’Conor, Garvey, and his wife. I think the whole 
thing is detailed by Garvey himeelf, in his ¢eross-cxamin- 
ation un the trial of Tweed. With regard tu Ingersoll, I 
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don’t know of anything except what I have stated myself. 
With regard to Keyser, all 1 know is mainly what I have 
heard of the arrangement made with him by General 
Barlow or Mr. Shultz. George S. Miller was called as a 
witness in the Tweed case. I don’t know whether I had 
any conversation with him or not. I don’t remember any 
conversation with him at all. If he has said I had, he is 
probably right. 

Q. I don’t remember that he has said so. 

A. I don’t know; but I give yon that as the impression 
on my mind. 

Q. About this settlement of the Sweeney case—there has 
been an assertion in the public prints, that it was by agree- 
ment of counsel, that it should appear the real person who 
owed the money was James M. Sweeney, and that Peter 
B. Sweeney would pay the money out of the estate of his 
brother James—is that so ? 

A. The facts were fully stated at the time, in a letter 
from Mr. Nash and myself to the Attorney General. 
The settlement had been in negotiation for a week or two. 
It arose by my meeting somebody in the street, who asked 
me if a proposition to settle would be entertained. I 
communicated with the Attorney General, Mr. Fairchild. 
Thereupon it grew into a negotiation. Mr. Whitney, the 
Corporation Counsel, the Atturney General Mr. Fairchild, 
and another gentleman who acted for Sweeney, but who 
does not care to be mentioned or known, met repeatedly 
in my oftice and discussed the matter over. I saw some 
others also, among whom was Mr. Kelly. The upshot of 
it was that the offers made by Sweeney’s friends were de- 
clined. 1 then supposed the case was to be tried, and 
went to the court that morning expecting to try it. 
When there, Mr. Vanderpoel came to mine and told me 
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that they had concluded to offer $400,000. Then the 
question arose as to how the payments should be made. 
When that was all over Mr. Vanderpoel asked me if [ 
should object to receive the money in the form of a 
payment from the estate of James M Sweeney. I 
answered that I not only should not, but that I should 
require it to be made in that way—having a view to other 
suits that were pending, and possible pleas of accord and 
satisfaction. That was all there was of it. 

Q. That was all that the counsel on your side had to do 
with it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the object of your arrangement as to payment 
was technical, to avoid the danger that the other de- 
fendants might plead that the settlement with Peter B. 
Sweeney was an “accord and satisfaction” as to them 
also? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. But there was no idea on your part, by entering in- 
to this arrangement, of saving or attempting to save 
the character ef Peter B. Sweeney ? 

A. None in the world. 

Q. And there was no doubt in your mind that the 
person to be tried in that case and who had committed the 
frauds was Peter B. Sweeney and not James M 
Sweeney ? 

A. Certainly not. James M. Sweeney was not a party 
to the action at all. He was dead. We coald not have 
recovered against bim in any sait. His estete was not 
known to have any property, and even if it had, we 
would not have been permitted tudo more than to come 
in, pro rata, with the other creditors. The understanding 
was that if Peter B. Sweeney paid the amount agreed 


822 
} upon, we would not press that suit. That was all we agreed 


Q. Was the settlement of the suit arrived at with the 
concurrence of the Attorney-General ? 

A. Yes, he had stated to us that he was in favor ofa 
settlement. The question was as to the amonnt. The 
amount hitherto offered had been rejected. I was satisfied 
that the Attorney-General would take whatever would be 
acceptable to the local authorities, and Mr. Whitney said 
that he had consulted with Mr. Kelly. As the Attor- 
ney-Genera] was away at the time, Mr. Nash and myself 
assumed to act for him. He had expressed himself in 
favor of a settlement. The question was only as to 
the amount. 

Q. There was some statement made by the judge on 
the settlement of this case to the effect that the settle- 
ment did not necessarily reflect upon the character of 
Peter B. Sweeney. I have no memorandum at hand and 
dv not know that I have accurately stated the substance 
of the Judge’s remarks? 

A. Ido not know that I can help yon much. As I 
recall it, the Judge said in effect that as the settlement 
was to be made from the estate of James M. Sweeney, it 
did not necessarily reflect npon the character of Peter B. 
Sweeney. I think yon stated the substance fairly. 

Q. Was that statement agreed to by the Counsel for 
the People ¢ 

A. Not at all. 

Q. It was not with the concurrence or by the consent of 
the Counsel for the People that that statement was made ? 

A. No, sir; on the contrary we had expressly refused 
to accede to a proposition of that nature. 

The Committce then adjourned until Friday the 14th 
instant, at 11 o’clock a. mu. 
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THIRTY-FIRST DAY. 


Drormeer 14, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
a Cowie, 
SLEVIN. 


“a 


The Caarrman called the Committee to order at 11 
o'clock a. mM. 


Alderman Cow1ne desired to state that his absence from 
the last meeting was caused by his being engaged in the 
trial of an action before Mr. Justice Van Brunt, and that 
the statement in a morning paper that he had gone to take 
the deposition of Peter B. Sweeney was wholly unfound- 
ed. He wished to make this statement that it might 
appear on the record that he had not been neglecting his 
duty as a member of this Committee; this having been 
the first occasion on which he was absent from any of its 
sessious. 


Alderman Stevi, who had also been away from the 
last meeting, made a proper explanation of his absence. 


Mr. Coxe said that the testimony taken at the last meet- 
ing was that of Mr. W. H. Peckham, and that it_was taken 
with a reservation that it should be submitted to the 
gentlemen of the Committee who were absent, to be 
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ratified by them and be subject to any further explanations 
which they might require. He had ‘not been able to 
procure the attendance of two important witnesses whom 
he had been specially instructed by the Committee to 
summon ; consequently, he had to suggest the further 
adjournment of the Committee till next Tuesday morning, 
when he hoped to be able to finish up the investigation. 


Alderman Stevin then offered the following resolution, 
which was seconded by Alderman Cowing, and adopted : 


| Resolved, That the Counsel to the Committee be re- 
quested to subpoena Charles O’Conor, Esq., and Henry F. 
Taintor, to appear as witnesses at the next meeting. 


The Committee thereupon adjourned to next Tuesday 
morning, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


825 


THIRTY-SECOND DAY. 


Descxmpxr 18, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
“ Cowing, 
aE SLEVIN. 
i] 


The Committee met to-day pursuant to adjournment. 


Mr. Coxg said he had expected to receive to-day certain 
tabular statements from the Comptroller’s office ; but that 
in consequence of some additional payments made to the 
City Treasury, they required to be made over again, and 
would not be ready for a day or two. He, therefore, sug- 
gested the propriety of an adjonrninent till Saturday 
next, when he hoped to have every thing ready to wind up 
the investigation. 


Alderman Cowine then announced that if any gentle- 
men referred to in testimony of previous witnesses wished 
to make any explanation. or if any ene knew any facts in 
connection with the “ Ring ” frands, and desired to aid the 
Committee in the investigation, they would havean oppor- ’ 
tunity to be heard if they sent in their nares before the 
proceediags were finally closed. 


The Committee adjourned till Saturday next at 11 
o’clock a. % 
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THIRTY-THIRD DAY. 


DrocrmBrr 22, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis. 
= CowIna. 


J. J. Martm, having been sworn, testified as follows: 


By Mr. Core: 


Q. What is your name? 

A. J.J. Martin. 

Y. You are employed where ? 

A. Iam a clerk in the Comptroller’s Office.° 

Q. You have prepared from the books and vouchers in 
the Comptroller's Office a statement, or series of state- 
ments, showing the amounts of money which have been 
collected in each of the “ Ring” suits, and the amounts 
of money which have been paid in counsel fees and other 
expenses in each of these cases ? 

A. Yes, sir. I have. 

Q. And this paper is a transcript from the records and 
books of the Finance Department ? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Corz—I will offer this in evidence: 


STATEMENT of the Amount of Collections and Paymente by the Attorney- 
General in the ‘* Ring Suits,” as shown in Schedule A. 


From estate of James Watason............cccccceeeeee $590,485 94 
‘* Elbert A. Woodward, on account........... seis sre 100,000 00 
‘* Elbert A. Woodward, in full, with interest....... 51,779 16 
‘* Peter B. Sweeney, on account..............00. 150,000 00 
‘* Peter B. Sweeney, on account.. ..............5. 50,000 00 
‘* J. J. Bradley, Exr., in full, with interest......... 206,562 20 
‘* interest allowed by Union Trust Co.............. 8,596 48 
OR oo oo ob occ cee eons act cram aeias «ot eds $1,152,378 78 
Deduct paymenta made by the Attorney General for 
services and ©xpenses........... 0.0. cee cece cece 49,154 60 
Amount paid into the City Treasury by the Attorney 
General on the following dates : 
1876. 
ODOR D6 oa on ook wns nesses Hs sera $555,485 94 
1877. 
JanMary Baul cooo.s sc-K engrave 102,801 06 
December 15S... f046..6c0. 00 ose S tances ie: 444,982 18 


————-——. $1,108,219 18 


Seeieeenseeatosteneeceennacenasteeemeetieenant 


SumMARY STATEMENT of Payments made by the Attornry General and 
by the Finance Department for Services and Kapenses tn the ** Ring 
Sutte.”’ 


Wheeler H. Peckham : 


For legal services, etc., per Schedule A. .$17,771 60 
For legal services, per Schedule B....... 45,831 68 
—— $63,103 18 
Lyman Tremain, for legal services, per Schedule B..... 25,000 00 
Henry L. Clinton, for legal services, as per Schedule B.. 5,000 00 
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James C. Carter, for legal services, as per Schedule B.. 
Barlow & Olney and Peter B. Olney, for cri Seevionh 
as per Schedule B.......... 2. eee eee ke secccces 
H. C. Allen, for legal services, per Schedule . ore Rep 
Rdward L. Parris, for legal services, per Schedule B.... 
Simon Sterne, for legal services, per Schedule B....... 
James Emott, for legal services, per Schedule B....... 
Charles F, Stone, for legal services, per Schedule B.... 
John E. Parsons, for legal services, per Schedule B..... 
J. M. Buckingham, for legal services, per Schedule B. . 
George T. Curtis, for legal services, per Schedule C.... 
John K. Porter, for legal services, per Schedule C,..... 
John H. Strahan, for legal services, per Schedule C..... 
Charles O'Conor, for cash disbursements, as per Sched- 
WIG Bo etre ees oases os Saseves tat cadence’ 


Henry F. Taintor : 


For services as uccountant, etc., as per 


Bohed Utes keene ss a ois since nes «ees $27,688 00 
For expenses, as per Schedule B....... 458 28 
For services as accountant, etc., as per 

Bohednle Oss sre ani sins sic a 51,5838 16 


Arthur E. Smith, for services as clerk to Taintor, per 
Sonedules B and Cron... ese eseewesencusmecee 


Eugene G. Barrows, for services as clerk, eto., per 
Schedules*A, Band ©... c.ccnse cas sccesnssct ses 


Schedule:O), .. Ws is aoe eet Oe ee. 


Sohedule (Coss ciewe ch ects cows cae See Sean 
Schedule: C. oie. os eage ss eee ee 
L. B. Orane, for services in suit of George 8. Miller, and 
travelling expenses, per Schedules B and O........ 
R. G. Hatfield, for services investigating accounts of J. H. 
Keyser, etc, per Schedule C 


eee eee tore rene reeneace 


79,729 44 
8,723 98 
290 00 
2,745 00 
450 00 
800 00 
100 80 
100 00 
167 20 
846 62 
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George P. Webster, for services, per Schedule C........ $550 00 
Peter Mitchell, for retainer in suits, per Schedule C. ... 250 00 
Ctifford O. H. Bartlett, for procuring evidence, etc., per 

Sohed er 6s sssnkn Sas se eee Seco eeee 150 00 
Thomas F. Grady, for services in procuring Gridense! 

per Schedale’C: «..... ., 300. he one, SN IS 1,100 00 
KE. J. Anthony, for services, per Schedule ‘A tel ave hsfolaeeanans 100 00 
8. P. Nash, for services as counsel, as per Schedule A.. 8,500 00 
George W. Smith, for services as Clerk, per Schedule B. 666 65 
P. W. Rhodes, for services as Clerk, per Schedule B.... * 625 00 
Thomas S. Edsall, for services as Clerk, per Schedule B. 563 90 
Robert P. Harlow, for services as Clerk, per Schedule B. 160 00 
John J. Donaldson, for disbursements of Special Com- 

mittee on investigation, as per Schedule B........ 4,089 89 
William S. Copeland, for services as Accountant, under 

chapter 844, Laws of 1872, per ScheduleC......... 2,500 00 
John Polhemua, for printing, as per Schedule B... .... 1,498 74 
Charles P. Young, for stenographic reports, as per Sche- 

Gale BAT er cept ete hoes sNe ss tke Cie es 597 40 
Warburton, Bonyvnge & Underhill, for shenoeraptie 

reports, per Schedule B..... 2.2.0.0... .. ee eee eee 802 12 
Allen Pinkerton, for services and expenses, per Sche- 

dule B........... ei aien's ts Lee snc <0 MeN CMI 296 10 
Joseph E. Paine, for services in examining signatures of 

Hall, Tweed, and others, per Schedule B.......... 150 00 
David H. Gildersleeve, for printing, per Schedule B.... 92 80 
B. W. Moore, for services, per Schedule B........... ie 50 00 
John F. Moinehan, for services, per Schedule B........ 50 0Q 
John H. Kitchen, for services, per Schedule B.......... 50 00 
William Mongomery, for services, per Schedule B....... 80 00 
Charles M. Wiley, for services, Schedule B............ 80 00 
William C. Bryant & Oo., for printing, as per Schedule 

pO ee, Or PO Re Ahi WA mene ren OU BPE CR Ren 27 00 
Thomas C. Duffy, for services 5 and expenses in Ingersoll 

case, per Schedule B ............ cece ees eceeeees 25 00 
Lockwood & Post, for costs in Coman coe nae Schedule 

Be ae Pa esee cine sian ccna 0 oa ota cata gaara 85 00 
Henry Harrisse, for retaining fees, etc., as per, Schedule 

Baie Fe ae be hoi ss Sa wae Se aca) sian walk’ o oreie'n se > 2,500 00 
E. 8. Renwick, for services, as per Schedule O......... 262 50 


Frank A. Pollard, for services as Stenographer, as per 
Sehodule(. Sips Sissies Doaielee soe. ov ck oe'vs 198 62 
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Robert L. Darragh, for services as per Schedule C...... $75 00 
Mare. Edlitz, for services as per Schedule C....\.....-- 7% 00 
John G. Prall, for services as expert, per Schedule C.... 75 00 
Elliott C. Harry, for Stenographer’s fees..........--- e 362 50 

Henry E. Davis, Referee’s fees in Jones’ case, as per 
Schedule 0 205 Fs e.6 a's sss aisiniein». ocin'ule naan ee artes a's 1,500 00 

Underhill, Bonynge & Adams, for services as Reporters, 
per Schedule C... 1... 6... eee ee eee cece ecco ens 196 80 
Tota lsiiettws daiv'n sa ota teehee as sas otters $257,848 34 

RECAPITULATION. 


Amount collected by the Attorney-General in the ‘‘ Ring 
Ruta ea. reacts cases ane cscs scre se sees $1,152,378 78 
Deduct payments made for expenses : 
By the Attorney-General, as per Sched- 
WO Ais ccice snd sce cc «se mSeree OR «car $49,154 60 
By the City of New York, for the Bureau 
of Municipal Correction, under special 
acts of the Legislature, as per Sched- 
Whe Biiccte cata s0a tue no ae Comes 106,776 27 
By the City of New York, from various 
appropriations, as per Schedule C.... 101,917 47 


257,848 84 


Net amount realized to the City Treasury.............. $894,525 44 


FINANCE DEPARTMENT, 
COMPTROLLER's OFFICE, December 18, 1877. t 
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SCHEDULE A. 

Showing the Amount of Moneys Recovered from the ‘' Ring Suits,” and 
the Amount Patd therefrom for Expenses by Hon. Charles 8. Fatr- 
child, Attorney-General of the State of New York, under Chapter 
49, Laws of 1875. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL in account with the Crry AnD COUNTY OF 

New YORE: 

1876. Dr. 

January 24. To check received from estate of Watson, 

and deposited same day in Union Trust 


Company of New York.............. $590,485 94 

June 30. To interest allowed by Truet Company. .. 334 91 

December $1. To interest allowed by Trust Company... 88 67 

1877. 

January 3. To payment on account from Elbert A. 

Woodward. .2% e035. occ k ew vay seas 8 100,000 00 

2, eae ee RRO ED Tt eee Ue 2 8 $690,849 52. 

1876, Cr. Tis 


Jan’y 24. By check on Union Trust Company, to order 
of Chamberlain of City and County of New 


York eck 54 cestcacteadons siete wee ome $555,435 94 
Warth 4. By payment to H. F. Taintor, for services as 

Accountant, etc., on account of bill....... 4,000 00 
April 1. By payment to Wheeler H. Peckham, on ac- 

count of counsel fees...............-.00. 6,000 00 
May 1. By payment to Wheeler H. Peckham, in full 6,249 52 
May 24. By payment to H. F. Taintor, on account of 

above! bill 20g, hey is iss Fale. Gea es eile 6,000 00 
Sept. 6. By payment to H. F. Taintor, in full of above 

LU cee A per RO EA OBI SOP RE rs 10,268 00 
Sept. 19. By payment to E. J. Anthony, services in 

People os, Watson ............20e ee reeeee 100 00 


1877. 
Jan’y 16. By check on Union Trust Company, to order 
of Chamberlain of the City and County of 
Now: LOrks. te ooo cc thes hae os teeie wes creo: 102,801 06 


New York, January 16, 1877. 
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Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL in account with Tae Crry oF New 
YORE: 


1877. Dr. 


June 12. To cash received from Peter B. Sweeney ..... $150,000 00 
‘© 29. To proceeds of note of E. A. Woodward, prin- 


OGL ee Decies hse Cie s secede veer en Ae oa se 6 50,000 00 
‘6 = 99. To interest on above note.................-+- 1,779 16 
July 7. Tocash received from Peter B. Sweeney..... 50,000 00 
Deo. ‘10. To proceeds of note of J. J. Bradley, executor, . 
PUNOIPAL a as oe ess sata cule we sad ears eae 200,000 00 
‘“ 10. To interest on above note.................-- 6,562 20 
‘© ~—15. To interest allowed by the Union Trust Com- 
Pay COjdNGG. cee ons sree se cpacen terse 8,182 90 
$461,524 26 
1877. Cr. 
July 5. By paid Wheeler H. Peckham, services as 
counsel in People vs. Sweeney...........-.. $5,000 00 
‘¢ §. By paid Wheeler H. Peckham, disbursemente.. . 522 08 
‘© 5. By paid 8. P. Nash, services as counsel in People 
CSAWOORCY . og ss cade aucednss< dist Sens ean 3,500 90 
‘¢ 19. By paid H. F. Taintor, services and disburse- 
mente in People os. Sweeney... .. acipinsa Coates 5,425 00 
Oct. 2. By paid E. G. Barrows, services in People vs. 
SWOCNOY ia os heey is dove as 5 wet aoa ees 95 1:0 
‘© 81. By paid H. F. Taintor, services in People ve. 
Woodward isc sec epee sas ee eek 2,000 00 


Deo. 15. By check on Union Trust Company to order of 
the Chamberlain of the City and County of 


New York3....%.s. coc an seme e ee ae tie 444,983 18 
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James M. Vaxuss, being sworn, testified as follows: 


Q. You are employed as a clerk in the office of the 

Corporation Counsel ? 
_A. Yes, sir; 1 am. 

Q. Have you examined the register and recorde in the 
Corporation Counsel’s office for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the present condition of what are known as the “ Ring” 
aunits ? 

A. Yes, sir; I have. 

Q. Is this paper the resuit of your investigation ! 

A. Yes. 


Mr. Cote—-I will offer this in evidence : 


THE AOTIONS AGAINST THE RING. 


1889. 
March 22. The Mayor, etc., vs. J. W. Smith: 


Suit brought to recover $5,235 for a pier, on agreement that 
was entered into that he should pay half the cost of this pier, 
No. 62, East river. Notice of trial for January, 1874. 


1874. 
July 10. The Mayor, etc., va, The Broadway Bank: 


Suit brought to recover $6,504,000; still pending (appeal 
from order granting defendants a bill of particulars). Argued 
March 10, 1876. Not yet decided. J. C. Carter, Attorney. 


Jaly 18. The Mayor, etc., v2. T. W. Roe & Co. . 


Suit brought to reoover $20(),107.73, fraudulent bills for 
stationery, audited allowed by Board of Supvrvisors. On 
calendar and ready. W. H. Peckham, Attorney. 
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1874. 
October 81. The Mayor, etc., vs. John O'Donnell : . 


Suit brought to recover $352,235.16 for frandulentfbills for 
lamps and gas. Reoeived order for bill or particulars, and No. 
of settlement on the 26th of April. Barlow & Olney, Attor- 
neys. 


October 81. The Mayor, etc., os. Alexander Brandon : 


Suit brought to recover $22,373, for fraudulent bills, goods 
furnished the Bureau of Street Lamps. Notice of trial for 
October, 1876. Barlow & Olney, Attorneys. 

¢ 


November 5. The Mayor, etc., os. Morgan Jones: 


Suit brought to recover $850,000 procured on fraudulent 
bills. Notice of trial for June, 1877. Awaiting proof from 
Mr.:Taintor. Wm. C. Whitney, Counsel to the Corporation. 


October 81. The Mayor, etc., os. Archibald Hale, Jr. : 


Suit brought to recover $135,103.62, fraudulent bills, lamps 
and gas) On calendar October 10. Off term. Barlow & 
Olney, Attorneys. 


November 5. The Mayor, etc., vs. Danie] Berrien : 


Suit brought to recover $175,000. amount of fraudulent bills 
for supplies to Department of Public Works. Summon served 
December 23, 1874. J.C. Carter, Attorney. 


November 5. The Mayor, etc., os. E. S. Merriner and Wm. M. Tweed: 


Suit brought to recover $500,000, received on fraudulent 
bills for hardware, etc. Received offer of Wm. M. Tweed to 
allow judgment to be taken against him for full amount. Re- 
turned. J. (. Carter, Attorney. 


November 5. The Mayor, etc., ve. George S. Miller and Wm. M. Tweed : 


Suit brought to recover $500,000, received for fraudulent 
bills for lumber. Received offer of Wm. M. Tweed to allow 
judgment to be taken against him for fullamount. Returned. 
J. C. Carter, Attorney. 
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1874. 
August 27. The Mayor, etc., 02. Wm. Haw, Edward A. Moore and 
Forbes Holland : 


_ Suit {brought to recover $200,898.61 and interest, January 
1, 1870. Demurrer has been overruled and parties have an- 
swered. Case now on calendar for trial. W. H. Peckham, 
Attorney. 


March 7° The Mayor etc., rs. H. W. Genet: 


Suit brought to recover $207,204.87 for fraudulent bills on 
Harlem Court House. Judgment entered March 4, 1876. 
John E. Parsons, Attorney. 


August 6. The Mayor, etc., os. The Estate of Charles Vandervoort : 


Suit brought to recover $145,166.50 for fraudulent bills on 
contracts to build Eighteenth Ward Market, still pending. 
E. D. Smith, Counsel to the Corporation. 


1875. 
January 16. The Mayor, etc., os. J. A. Moneghan : 


Suit brought to recover $70,540.35 for fraudulent bills. 
Wee admitted to bail on $25,000, April 30, 1877. Peter 
Starr, Attorney. 


The Mayor, etc., vs Edward Jones & Co : 


Suit brought to recover $496,173.75, amount received on 
fraudulent bills. 


April 9. People of the State of New York os, Wm. M. Tweed, The 
Mayor, etc. 


To recover the amount of certain fraudulent bills paid in 
1870 by R_ B. Connolly, $6,198,957.85. Verdict, March 8, 
1876, for , plaintiffs, $4,719,940.85, principal, together with 
interest from September 1, 1870, to March 1, 1876, 
$1,817,177.08. Total, $6,537,117.88, Judgment entered 
February, 1877. Retained Peckham &Carter. Daniel Pratt, 
Attorney General. 


1876. 
April 12. The People of the State of New York os. Margaret Watson, 
administratrix, and The Mayor, etc., of the City of New 
York: ; 


To recover $6,198,857.85, fraudulently had on audited 
claims received. Notice of entry of judgment October 21, 
1876, for $640,932.82, October 28, received decretal order. 
Daniel Pratt, Attorney General. 5 


August 4. The People of the State of New York vs. John I. Walsh and 
The Mayor, ete., eto. : 


Suit brought to recover $462,848.59, on calendar March, 
1877. Retained Barlow & Olney. Daniel Pratt, Attormey 
General. 


August 4. The People of the State of New York os. Thomas Coman 
and The Mayor, etc., etc. : 


Suit brought to recover $462,848.59, on calendar March, 
1877. Retained Barlow & Olney. Daniel Pratt, Attorney 
General. 


August 4. The People of the State of New York os. Cumming H. 
Tooker : 


Summons served August 20, 1875. August 4, retained 
Barlow & Olney. Daniel Pratt, Attorney General. 


November 22. The People of the State of New York vs. Peter B. 
Sweeney : 


Buit to recover $7.182,598.29. Wm. C. Whitney, Counsel to 


the Corporation, appeared May 10. Jury struck to appear 
before 17th inst. Daniel Pratt, Attorney General. | 


November 20. The People of the State of New York «. Wm. M. 
Tweed and The Mayor, ete. : 


To recover the amount of 6 fraudulent claims for the 
amount of $933,640.44. Received notice of offer of 
$983,640.44, and interest from September 1, 1870, J udgment 
entered for $1,409,558.28 November 27, 1877. 
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1876. 
May 16. The People of the State of New York os. R. B. Connolly and 
The Mayor, etc., ete. : 


Suit bronght to recover $7,132,598.29. Received notice of 
judgment in favor of plaintiffs, and against the defendant R. 
B. Connolly, for $8,534,260.83, entered on December 6, 1877. 
Retained W. H. Peckham. Charles F. Fairchild, Attorney 
General. : 


1877. 
January 12, The Mayor, etc., os. Ira A. Allen and Henry E. Stevens: 


Suit brought to recover $42,000, on fraudulent bills of 
defendants, for material furnished to Court-house Commis- 
sioners, 1869 and 1870. Wm. ©. Whitney, Counsel to the 
Corporation. 


The Committee then adjourned to Monday next, 24th 
inst. 
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THIRTY-FOURTH DAY. 


ee 


DeormBerr 24, 1877. 


Present—Alderman Lewis, 
. CowIna, 
es SLEVIN. 


When the Committee came to order ex-Senator Thos. 
J. Creamer asked permission of the Committee to make 
a statement. The Committee acceded to his request ; and, 
after being sworn, 


Mr. Cevamur said that he came here voluntarily, ac- 
cepting the invitation from the Committee as given ont 
through the press, and had not been subpeenaed. He 
simply wished to reply to some statements made by Mr. 
Tweed in the course of his testimony, and it was a very 
disagreeable duty for him to antagonize a man in his 
position ; particularly as he was one of the very few 
in the city who openly opposed Mr. Tweed, when he 
was in the fulness of his power. Mr. Tweed was re- 
ported to have said that he thought that Richard B. Con- 
nolly told him that he (Mr. Connolly) had made an arrange- 
ment with him (Mr. Creamer) for his vote on the charter 
of 1870. He wished to say that if Connolly told him 
anything of the kind it was false; and if the Com- 
mittee would permit him he would like to state, having 
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been a member of the Legislature at that time, and 
having been a member of the Committee on Municipal 
Affairs for four years, that a false impression prevailed 
concerning the reason why 30 of the 22 members voted 
for that charter. Mr. Tweed stated what arrangements 
he had made with the Republican members, so as to have 
them vote for it on its final passage. Some kind of a 
_ charter had tu be passed, and the charter that was passed 
at that time was the only kind of a charter that could bo 
passed. There was not # man in that Senate who cared 
anything for his record in the future who did not vote for 
its final passage. Ile offered eleven different amend- 
ments to it, the adoptiva of any one of which would have 
entirely changed its character. At that time the Senate 
was composed of eighteen Democrats and fourteen Re- 
publicans, and all matters pertaining to cities were left 
generally to the representatives of the section of country 
for which leyislation was intended; but as regards New 
York city, the delegation was dividea. Le was opposed 
to Mr. Tweed, and was the chairman of a meeting held 
by the young Democracy at that time. Three out of the 
tive Senators from New York opposed, not Tweed or 
Sweeney, but the concentration of power in the hands of 
a few men here in New York. The friends of the char- 
ter included all of the Democratic representatives outside 
of the City of New York, fifteen in number. All that 
was necessary was to obtain two of the three additional 
Democrats, and then there would have been no occasion 
to ask the Republicans to vote for it in order to pase it. 
It would have been a very cheap thing for Tweed or any 
one else to have given two or three Democrats one-quar- 
ter of the amount expended on the passage of the char- 
ter, if they had been purchasable, fur then it would not 
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have been necessary to enter the ranks uf their political 
opponent. So much for the manner in which the charter 
was passed, but he would further say that that charter 
was good enough in ite way, if it had been properly ad- 
ministered. The cause of all the trouble was section 4 of 
the charter and the tax levy of 1870. He inoved to limit 
the amount in that section to one million of dollars, but 
that was voted down on the ground that if that sam had 
been inserted, there would be a million of dollars ex- 
pended ; but it would have been a fortunate thing for the 
city if that amendment had been adopted. Ase regards 
the statement concerning Harlem Bridge 

Q. (By Alderman Cowine)—Did he mention your name 
in connection with that? 

A. Yer, sir; he said that Mr. Roach, who had the con- 
tract for building that bridge. had employed me to look 
after his interest ? 

Q. (By Mr. Corr)—How are you connected with the 
Harlem Bridge testimony ? 

A. Mr. Tweed says that | and Mr. Roach had a corrupt 
arrangement. The statement was false. Mr. Roach ap- 
plied to me in 1867, stating that he never could finish that 
bridge if he had ta go through the Albany ordeal every 
time that he had to ask for an appropriation to build it. 
On every occasion that he had got an appropriation in- 
serted, it was stricken out. It was a very difficult thing 
to amend the tax levy except by reducing the amonnts. 
Mr. Roach had over one thousand men in his employ, and 
it was a politic thing for any one who songht favor at the 
ballot-box to be on friendly terms with any one wielding 
eo many votes, particularly at election time, but the alle- 
gation that he had paid me for any vote in 1863 or 
1869 was untrue. In reference to that his inemory was 
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sadly at fault, for the statement is as ridicnlons as it 
was falee. The city government could not go on without 
some kind of a tax levy. I voted fora tax levy every 
year, and never knew of any one being suspected as 
having been paid to vote for it. Iam perfectly content 
to stand upon my record, and if there were nothing else 
against it except what Dick Connolly thought or Bill 
Tweed said, I have no reason to feel any concern. 

Q. (By Mr. Cone)—Was it not possible to amend the 
tax levy? 

A. Yes, sir, at all times. 

Q. When yon say it was necessary to pass a tax levy, 
you mean it was necessary to pass some kind of a tax 
levy? 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. Did you ever know of any one being induced to vote 
for a tax levy by having been paid money to do so? 

A. I never knew of a case, but there was a common 
rumor that it had been done. The New York represen- 
tatives were always willing to vote for a tax levy. 

Q. Don’t you think, Mr. Creamer, that a great many 
items in the tax levy were fraudulent? 

A. In connection with subsequent developments I think 
a great many were. 

Q. Was it not a common rumor that there were ? 

A. I have suid s0. 

Q. Was it not the practice with these frandalent tax 
levies, that every member who had an interest to promote, 
or who desired to have this man or that man get an office, 
would pnt in directly or indirectly some items in further- 
anco of their little jobs? 

A. No, sir; I think that is very wide of the mark. 
For instance, there were very few men in New York who 
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dared to vote against the tax levy—very few who would 
exercise such independence. I have no doubt every tax 
levy contains excessive appropriations. Tax levies always 
do contain items of that kind, whether in Albany 
or in Washington ; but such items are not always appar- 
ent as frands, and members who may have voted to reduce 
or strike out items which they deemed excessive may have 
subsequently voted for the passage of the levy as a whole, 
though it contained the items they had ineffectually oppoe- 
ed, because its passage wasjan absolute necessity. In the 
light of subsequent developments I cannot say that I ever 
knew of an absolutely fair and just tax levy being passed. 
I don’t suppose there ever wag an appropriation of $500,- 
009 got for this New York Court House, for which $150,- 
000, and perhaps more, had not to be paid to get it 
through. Seven-eighths of the chairs and carpets credited 
to the Court House you will find ecattered in nearly every 
‘county, town and village in the State of New York, 
through some country representative who went down to 
Albany to make something out of New York. The Dem- 
ocratic party is not responsible for the improper legislation 
of 1870, for the country members of both parties acted 
with a minority of the New York delegation to carry their 
measures, 

Q. If, ag you say, the representatives from New York 
voted generally for the passage of a tax levy, where 
were the members from who had to be induced to vote 
for it? 

A. I think, sir, if some of the members who represent 
the third House were before the Committee they could 
give you that information. 

Q. Don’t you think that a great cause of the evils that 
New York has suffered from is that the members from 
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the city of New York had not control over the legisla- 
tion affecting the interests of this city? 

A. I think so; but have always said that both parties 
were to blame,—the bad legislation—the one as much as 
the other. 


(By Alderman Cownyc)—Is it not a fact that all tax 
Jevies had more or less fraud connected with them ¢ 

A. No doubt. I never knew one yet that had not 
eume. In the case of appropriation bills at Washington 
there was generally. 

Q. Leaving Washington ont, was it not a fact that at 
the time of the passage of these tax levies various pro- 
visions were added to them in which there wore fraudu- 
lent items? 

A. That may have been, but sume kind of a tax levy 
must be passed. 

@. Do you remember any tax levy which you could 
pronounce to be a fair and just one? 

A. Some of them were excessive, I think. 

Q. understand you tosay that members voted for the 
tax levy because they were looking for preferment or 
some personal interest ? 

A. That was one motive for their action, and another 
was that it was neccesary to pass some tax levy. 

Q. Yon said that some of them showed items that were 
excessive ? 

A. Yes, sir; I don’t suppose that there ever was an ap- 
propriation asked for of $500,000 that they had not to 
spend $150,000 to get it through. 

Q. I understand you to say that there was a division 
amongst the members from the city of New York? 

A. Yes, such was the fact. 
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Mr. Edlestein, who was present as counsel on the part 
of Mr. Tweed, here asked if Mr. Creamer intended to say 
that Mr. Tweed spoke falsely in testifying that Mr. Con- 
nolly told him thathe had given money to Mr. Creamer 
for his vote ? 


Mr. Creamer replied that he did not impute falsehood 
to Mr. Tweed, but if Mr. Connolly told him so, he told 


him what was untrne. 


(By Alderman Cowine)— Were not both parties respon- 
sible for putting these jobs into the tax levy ? 


A. I think they were. There were but few of the 
Democrats who dared to act independently. As for the 
Republicans, they never assumed to make such slaves out 
of their representatives asthe Democrats did. Had the 
Republican party been decided and strong it could have 
made the passage of the charter impossible and the same 
might be said of the tax levy. Both parties were respon- 
sible for them. 

Q. But had not the Democratic party control in this 
city ¢ 

A. Yes, that isso; but 1 know that the Republican 
party, by bargains which they made, elected the last 
Mayor of New York. Ile would have this reformed 


altogether. Reform in the hands of a great many was a 
humbug. 


H. F. Tarvror was recalled : 


Q. (By Mr. Couz)—When were you first loyed i 
these Ring suits. ; aida 
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A, In regard to that matter I desire to say that I have 
prepared a document which is intended to be a history and 
review of the whole case. A reply to all questions that 
may arise out of my connection with these suits. I desire 
to submit that document to the Committee, and request 
that it be taken asa part of the evidence. 

@. At what time were you first employed by the 
Finance Department 

A. J desire to say this, that if I am to answer questions 
here, J am unable to do it; and I see no necessity for it, 
as Ihave made a reply in that document. 


Alderman Cowme—You can’t anticipate the questions 
that may be pat to you. 


A. 1 am physically unable to sit here and answer ques- 
tions, and I would not have come did I not fear it might 
be said I had stayed away from other motives. I have 
sworn to the correctness of this document which I have 
prepared, and which was submitted on yesterday to the 
Committee, but declined to be received by them, I have no 
desire to withhold any information in my power from the 
Committee, but when I have, at their request, prepared 
with great labor and comprehensiveness a statement like 
this, I do not see the necessity of going over the ground 
a second time. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowinc)—You say that you have 
been ill? 

A. Yes, sir ; since Friday evening. 

Q. Is your ailment chronic? * 

A. [had an attack of a similar kind about two years 
ago, and I was very ill for a long time after that. 
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Alderman Lewis informed the witness that unless he 
was physically unable to go on, he should "have to testify, 
and answer the questions put to him. 


Q. (By Mr. Conr}—When were yon first employed by 
the Finance Department in preparing evidence in these 
Ring suite ? 

A, I have been engaged in the preparation of evidence 
in these Ring suits since December 1, 1871. 

Q. Who employed yon ? 

A. Mr. Green, the Comptroller. 

Q. Under what arrangement were you employed—what 
was your compensation to be? 

A. There was no arrangement inade at that time, nor for 
two or three months after that. 

Q. When was it made ? 

. I think it must have been early in 1872. 

. What was that arrangement ? 

. I was to receive $25 a day. 

. Ilow long did that last 4 

. I think it continued up to May or June, 1874. 

. Then, was there a new arrangement ? 

Yes, sir. 

. What was the new arrangement ¢ 

. That I was to receive my compensation according 
to the value of the services rendered, considering the in- 
terests involved. 

Q. Well, now, from the early part of 1872 to J uly 1, 
1874, as 1 make it out, you were employed by the Finance 
Department at a compensation of $25 a day ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, state the facts over again { 

A. 1 think it was some time in May or June. 
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Q. Your last payment at $25 a day, was on the 5th day 
of June, for tifty-six days immediately preceding ? 

‘A. That was not the Ist of July; I presume that is 
correct, — 

Q. Will you state whether the tabulations you made 
voncerning these Ring frauds, were made prior to or sub- 
sequent to June, 1874 

A. There were all made subsequently. 


Q. What were you engaged in from the time that you 
entered the service of the city down to the 5th of June, 
1874 ? 

A. The matters before the Grand Jury took up the 
most of my time, and the procuring of evidence from the 
different banks from time to time, and laying the founda- 
tion for the proceedings in the suits about tv be com- 
menced, in gathering evidence generally. 

Q. Gathering data ? 

A. Yes, also in the criminal suits. 


Q. Was there any time spent in criminal suits? 


A. The criminal matters required 9 great deal of time, 
Sometimes they were based upon a single item. In the 
course of my investigation I realized in 1878 the great 
responsibility that rested upon me, that the lawyers based 
their cases almost entirely upon the evidence that 1 by 
my ingenuity and perseverance had gathered, and I felt 
that there shonld be a better recognition of my services, 
and that the compensation I was receiving was entirely 
inadequate. I made up my mind, therefore, as soon as 
the time and conditions were favorable, to withdraw from 
all this business, unless there was a better recognition of 
my services, and the compensation more in accordance 
with their worth. I wrote to the Comptroller on the sub- 


ject, and Mr. Green, after consideration, consented to @ 
new arrangement, 

Q. Between June 5, 1874, and December 31, 1874, 
were there any extraordinary services rendered by you % 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. What I mean ie this. Upto June 5, 1874, were 
you regularly on the pay-roll of the Finance Department ? 

A. No, sir; not all the time. 

Q. The latter part of the time you were regularly on 
the pay-roll, at $25 a day ? 

A. I will say to you that I was not on the pay-rolls. 

Q. The first part of the time you were paid at the rate 
of $25 a day, afterwards it wasso much a month ; so that 
virtually you were all the time on the pay-rolls ? 

A. There was a portion of the time that I did not make 
any charge. 

Q. Yes, but from October, 1873, when you went on the 
pay-rolls, down to the 5th of June, 1874, you were regu- 
larly on the pay-rolls, at $25 a day ? 


(No answer.) 


Q. Between the 5th day of June, 1874, and the 31st of 
December, 1874, do you know vf any extraordinary ser- 
vice that you rendered ? 

A. No, sir; I cannot recollect what 1 did during that 
time, but if I remember correctly it was in October or 
November of that year that I began the solution or analy - 
sis of the county payments and warrapts. 

Q. Well, my meaning is this: On the 31st of December 
1874, you received $6,500, which must have been for 
services performed from the 5th of June, 1874, to De- 
cember 31st, 1874. My object is to know what services 
were performed by you during that time? 
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A. If I remember aright I asked Comptroller Green 
(Ihave not the letter with me) fora certain sui which 
he—I don’t know—I cant say now in what light it was 
considered then, but I said I am entitled—you may call it 
a retaining fee in these matters—if I had been a lawyer it 
would have been called a retaining fee, and I suppuse it 
would be considered as that. 

Q. Then, if you stated in your voucher that your claim 
for $65,000 was for services rendered in the Roe and 
Monaghan case and fifteen other cases you meant for ser- 
vices to be rendered and not for services that had al- 
ready been reudered ? 

A. I cannot say--I don’t know what was in my 
mind. 


Q. Before this you were regularly in the employment of 
the city at $25 a day, aud now you received a great deal 
more than that? 

A. That [cannot say. Whatever I received was in ac- 
cordance with my agreement with the Comptroller. 

Q. Have you that document? 

A. Itisat my house. There never was any written 
reply to it. 

Q. When did yon complete your tables, as printed in 
this evidence in the case of Woodward and others? 

A. They were completed in that form about July, 
1875—in the forin in which they arc snbinitted there. 

Q. When did you really arrive at the facts-—-was it 
when these affidavits were made ? 

A. 1 did not arrive at the facts until early in the year 
1875, and they were put inte that form subsequently to 
that time. I think it was in the summer before that they 
were coinpleted. 
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Q. After that, after these facts were put into that form, 
will you state to the Committee what other services you 
have rendered in these suits ? 

A. I have prepared the whole matter in a documentary 
form here; I cannot tell off-hand what I have done at any 
stated time, and when you put a question to me I have to 
think and refresh my memory ; I object to answering any 
questions to which I am able to give only an imperfect, 
incomplete, and inadequate statement of what I have done 
about these matters. 


Mr. Lewis—The object in view in putting these ques- 
tions is to get at the facts in the shortest wav possible. 


[The witness stated that he had left a sick bed in order 
to present his statement to the Committee, and that he was 
really too sick to go on with the examination, and must 
therefore object to answering any more questions; that 
the document which he had prepared contained a full 
account of his investigations of the Ring frauds. He thought 
that he should be allowed the privilege of having counsel 
to advise him as to his rights, if he were to be subjected 
to any further examination. ] 


Mr. Corr—Will you answer my question ? 


A. I tell you that it is impossible for me to give a com- 
plete answer, or any adequate idea of what I[ did during 
that time. 


Mr. Corn (to the Committee)—If the Committee expect 
me to examine this witness they will have to take measures 
to compel him to answer. Otherwise I shall have to re- 
tire from the matter. 
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Mr. Lewis (to witness)—You must answer the question. 


Mr. Tatntor—I1 would like to ask the Committee a 
question. I would like to ask if they will receive the 
document I have prepared referring to these snits? If so, 
it wonld save a great deal of time. It is as complete as I 
could make it, and it wonld answer all the purposes of my 
examination by the Committee. 


Mr. Lewrs—You cannot tell what questions will be put 
to you by counsel, and, therefore, your written statement 
would be useless as an answer to them. 


Mr. Tarntor—I can see from the questions already pro- 
posed what they are likely to be. 


Mr. Cotze—I cannot submit toa running argument of 
the nature of a wrangle with this witness. He will either 
have to answer or the Committee must take steps to com- 
pel him to do so. 


Mr. Lewts—lI ‘have said that the witness must answer 
the questions. 


Q. (By Mr. Cotx)—Now I understand you to eay that 
you do not know what specific services you rendered be- 
tween June 5, 1874, and December 31, 1874? 

A. I cannot give you a complete answer to that ques- 
tion, and everything that I have done is specified in that 
document. 

Q. Can yon give no notion to the Committee what 
services you rendered ? 

A. No, sir. 
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Y. Do you know whether your services were different 
in kind or quantity from the services which you had 
previously rendered ? 

(No answer.) 

Q. Was there any essential difference, either as to their 
quality or the time employed in them, between the services 
rendered by you from the 5th of June, 1874, to Decem- 
ber $1, 1874, and the services which you had previously 
rendered ? 

A. They might have been of greater importance. The 
services were of very great importance. 

Q. Did these services in the cases of Roe and Mon- 
aghan, and fifteon others, for which you received $6,500 
—were they rendered subsequent or prior to that period ? 

A. That was part of the fee which I asked, and if I 
had becn a lawyer, you would call it a retaining fee. 

Q. Was the retaining fee for the past or for the 
future 1 

(After a pause.) 

A. For the future, if my memory is right. 

@. If you stated in the vouchers that they were for 
services in the ltvoe and Monaghan cases and fifteen others, 
you meant for services to be rendered ? 

A. I do not know how I did mean it. I told the Comp- 
troller that I did nut wish to go ahead in those matters 
unless my compensation was increased, and he consented 
to a liew arrangement. 

Q. You had been receiving pay at $25 a day up to the 
time you put in this bill for $6,500—now in the light of 
that bill I want you to state when the services were ren- 
dered ? 

A. I cannot tell you; I cannot give you an answer. I 
have not prepared my mind or thought of it. 
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Q. T see that on October, 1875, you received for ser- 
vices in the same cases another fee of $5,000—do you 
know at this time what services were rendered in those 
suite for that fee ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. In the next month yon received in the Tweed case 
and several other cases, another fee of $4,00U0—have you 
any idea at all of what services were rendered subsequent 
to the 5th of June, 1874, as distinguished from the ser- 
vices which had been rendered prior to that time? 

A. I can tell you this, that the whole of the labors 
assumed a very much more important character. Most of 
the actions were commenced during that time. Dnring 
that year I had run in debt $2,500 for clerk hire. When 
I was in want of money Mr. Charles O’Conor offered to 
lend me $5,000 on my note, but I declined it. Subse- 
quently, however, I accepted a loan of $2,500 from him, 
for which I gave him my note, and I used that money to 
pay my clerks. Ont of the $9,000 in those two items I 
think I received about $4,000 for my own services and 
$5,000 for my clerks. 

Q. You never put in vouchers for clerk-hire up to that 
time ? : 

A. 1 paid my clerks, but don’t know that I ever put in 
any charge for them. 

Q. There were several large eums for clerk hire in 
those bills 7 

A. I don’t know whether I put in any vouchers for 
clerk-hire or not, but I certainly did not do it till 1875. 

Q. What services did you render in the Watson suit 
which could be distinguished from the general services you 
did in all the other suits. What services were peculiar in 
that suit. 
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A. In that suit I unlocked the money which was in 
the hands of the Trust Company, and which they never 
would have got otherwise. 

Q. Do you know how much money you got in that 
Buit 

A. $21,000. 

Q. $21,263 1 

A. I didn’t get my pay for a year. 

Q. Now, can you tell what services were rendered in 
the Tweed case, as distinguished from the Watson case, 
for instance ? 

A. The Tweed case was based on entirely différent 
grounds. 

Q. Didn’t the preparation for the one necessarily in- 
volve the preparation for the other? 

A. No, sir; by no means. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I 
can answer no more. I am physically unequal to go 
ahead, and I cannot see the necessity for thisthing. It 
takes me some thought to go into these matters, and I am 
physically unable to do it. I hope therefore the Com- 
mittee will excuse me. I don’t ask anything from sym- 
pathy. I have been perfectly willing always to make a 
statement of my knowledge and connection with these 
matters; but, when I have done all I could in preparing 
this written document on the subject, 1 cannot see the 
necessity or propriety of this proceeding. I shall there- 
fore decline to answer any other questions until I consult 
counsel. I do not wish to be tortured. 


Alderman Lewis—You must answer the questions put to 
you by the Counsel, unless you are too ill to do so. 


Mr. Tarvtor—I don’t refuse to answer on that ground 
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Mr. Corz—That is the only ground upon which you can 
be excused. ; 


Mr. Taintror—I believe I have already answered the 
question specifically. 


Alderman Cowinc—Now, Mr. Taintor, are you really 
too sick to go on to-day. If so, we will stop the examina- 
tion until you feel able to testify. 


A. I am very ill, indeed; I don’t know what to say 
about it. I don’t like to give up in consequence of being 
sick. 


Mr. Cote—The witness has spoken of an agreement 
with the Committee to prepare a statement, and that I 
wished him to draw upsuch a statement. There has been 
no such agreement whatever with this Committee nor 
with the Counsel, and I see no reason why this witness 
should be placed upon a different footing from any 
other witness. I told him so a few days ago. When 
giving his testimony some time ago he said that it would 
take a month to enable him to furnish the requisite infor- 
mation. He has been allowed two months for that pur- 
pose, and he could now answer these questions if he 
chose to do so. If he will say that he cannot answer 
them there is an end to the matter. State Senators, 
Comptroller, and ex-Comptrollers, and some of the most 
prominent citizens have not felt it beneath their dignity to 
appear before this Committee and give their testimony ; 
and there is no reason why the witness would claim to be 
exempted frum this duty. There is no reason why he 
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shonld not answer any qnestion put to him, unless his 
answer could tend tocriminate himself. He does not put 
his refusal, however, upon that ground. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowrne)—Here is a tabular state- 
ment, from which it would appear that you received from 
the city $80,000 ? 

A. That is incorrect. 

Q. How much is it incorrect—point out where it is 
wrong ? 

A. If you take from that about $12,000 which I had 
to spend in the service of the city necessarily, for clerk hire, 
etc., the balance might have been paid to me for services 
rendered. 

Q. How much would you deduct? 

A. $12,000, which would leave about $68,000 that I 
received. 

Q. And the rest is disbursements ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Cotz)—State whether part of this $6S,000 
was charged for services before June 5, 1874? 

A. I asked the Comptroller for a contingent sum, feel- 
ing that it was right that Ishonld do so consequent upon 
the increased responsibility and labor that arose in the 
prosecution of the suits; and if yon take the first two or 
tkree vouchers they were regarded as part of that fee. 
If you want to find ont the value of thy services ask Mr. 
O’Conor, Mr. Green, Mr. Peckham or General Barlow 
and they will tell you. ‘ 

Q. If yon would answer my questions, Mr. Taintor. a 
great deal of time and trouble would be saved. Wil] ot 
anewer the question or not? What services were rendered 
by yon inthe Tweed case snbsequent to the 5th of June 
1874 } 
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A. I cannot give you a proper or adequate answer to 
that. 

@. Can you state what services were rendered in the 
Ingersoll case ? 

A. I cannot give an answer which will be sufficiently 
comprehensive or adequate. 

Q. Didn’t the services which you rendered prior to 
June 5, 1874, consist of an examination of the evidence in 
all these cases ? 

A. It did not, sir. 

Q. What cases were not examined ? 

A. I cannot tell you, sir. 

Q. Can’t you state what services were rendered prior to 
that ? 

A. I cannot tell. 

Q. Bysaying you cannot tell, you mean that you cannot 
state it in a detailed form? 

A. I cannot give a specific answer. 

Q. Can’t you state what class of services you rendered ¢ 

A. No, sir; there were a great many classes of service. 

Q Can’t you state them ? 

A. No, sir; I cannot tax my mind to remember them. 

Q. By saying that—do you mean to say that you are 
too ill to answer ? 

A. No; I don’t mean to be excused on that account. 

Q. Are you able, physically, to go on with this examina- 
tion ? 

A. Iam not; but I don’t wish to be excused on that 
account. ) 

Q. Here are the vouchers and here is a detailed state- 
ment for all the services you rendered. I want you to 
take these and examine them and say whether you are 
able to state if you have rendered any services in these 
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cases enbsequent to June 5, 1874, in addition to those that 
you rendered prior to that time. Look over that paper 
and see if it is an accurate statement (handing witness a 
statement) ? 

A. I am unable to examine these vouchers to-day, I 
could not answer such a question asthatin a week. It 
would be impossible for me to do so from the very nature 
of the case. 

Q. (By Alderman Cowme)—Can’t you state at this 
time what services you performed from 1872 to 1874 as 
well as those for which you received $25 a day ? 

A. It is impossible, from the very nature of the case. 

Q. Can’t you give some idea of the nature of the 
services 

A. Icannot; I was everywhere in those days—wherever 
I could obtain a clue to any evidence, examining records, 
and going around generally. 

Q. What suits were you engaged in ?- 

A. There were very few suits then commenced. 

Q. Were there any particular cases in which you were 
engaed { 

A. They were principally cases before the Grand Jury, 
but I was engaged generally in hunting up evidence. 

Q. Is it not a fact that all the information which you 
used after 1874 was acquired previous to that ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Those two years that you were engaged} was not 
sufficient to obtain the requisite information ? 

A. No, sir; I have not got through with it, yet. 

Q. What is the last matter in which you were engaged # 

A. I would just as lief not state it. I have met with 
very great obstacles in the course of my researches, and I 
think it would not be advisable to say anything about it now. 
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Q. If you should appear in any other suit pending, are 
yon to be paid for it besides what yon have been paid for 
the services yon rendered ? 

A. There are some suits, as I said the other day, for 
which I have not received any pay. 

Q. Which ones are they ? 

A. I haven’t them all in my mind. There is the case of 
Morgan Jones, Roe & Monaghan, and three or four 
others that I have not now in my mind. I will tell you 
l ere yon can find it out—in these vouchers. 


Mr. Core then offered in evidence a tabular statement 
of the vouchers referred to, containing the amounts of 
money received by Mr Taintor at different times, and the 
services for which he was paid. 


Mr. A. H. Green, ex-Comptroller, was then called to 
the stand and, having been sworn, testified as follows: 


Q. Yon were Comptroller of the City of New York 
from what date to what date ? 

A. From November 6, !871, to December 7, 1876. 

Q. Did you employ H. F. Taintor, in the year 1872, in 
connection with the examination of the Ring frauds ? 

A. Mr. Taintor was engaged in that examination be- 
fore I went into office; I should think in 1872. 

Q. Was it by your appointment? 

A. 1 desire to speak from the record, and the official 
data in the Comptroller’s Office shows the date of his em- 
ployment. I would like to look at that before testifying 
as to the time. 

Q. Did you employ him? 

A. J think he was upon the pay-roll. 
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Q. Had you any conversation with him,or did you 
employ him f 

A. I had some conversation with him. 

Q. Have you any recollection of having employed 
him / 

A. I think he was employed in ferreting out the Ring 
frande. 

Q. Have you any recollection as to whether yon em- 
ployed him or hot? 

A. I should think I did employ him. 

Q. Have vou any recollection of the terms of that em- 
ployment? How much was he to receive? 

A. I have not. 

Q. He did receive, in point of fact, from the early part 
of 1872 to the 5th day of June, 1874, the record shows a 
fixed salary at the rate of $25 a day; and after the 5th 
day of June to the 1st of October, 1874, he was regularly 
on the pay-roll of your department at a compensation of 
$25 aday. Subsequent to June 5, his name no longer 
appears there, but his compensation consisted of fees for 
services in certain cases. Have you any recollection of 
the circumstances connected with his being transferred 
from the pay-roll and being paid a quantum merutt ? 

A. Generally speaking, I found when I came into the 
office that he was engaged in investigating the Ring frauds. 
Some time after that I think he wrote me a letter, which I 
suppose ir on file, declining to serve any longer in those 
cases on the terms which he had heretofore received. I 
think there were two letters. Then I had some conver- 
sation aa to his compensation and I think the result was 
that a guantum merutt compensation was agreed upon. 


He dosired himself to make this arrangement and I think 
I consented to it. 
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Q. What was it—what was the arrangement ? 

A. I think it was expressed in the letters. 

@. What was the general nature of the arrangement 

A. It was substantially, I think, to receive compensa- 
tion in each case. 

Q. On the 31st of December, 1875, he presented a bill: 
for services in the case of Roe and Monaghan, Ingersoll 
and others, aggregating $6,500. Now, have you any 
knowledge at all as to whether the services which he 
charged for, and was paid for in those cases, were per- 
formed prior to the 5th of June, 1874, or not? 

A. I could not state from my recollection. 

Q. His vonchers here show the fact to be so? 

A. Well, I know that I should never have paid his bill 
without being satisfied that it was correct; but I have no 
recollection of the transactions. 

Q. You were cognizant personally of the kind of ser- 
vices that he rendered during the time that he was upon 
the pay-roll ? 

A. He was examining the accounts of persons who had 
made or who made claims against the city, as also the cases 
in which the city had brought suits, facilitating the labors 
of the Comptroller’s office, the Counsel for the Corporation, 
and the Burean of Municipal Affairs, assisting all those 
engaged in the prosecution of the members of the “ Ring,” 
which was then in the hands of Mr. O’Conor, Mr. Peck- 
ham, and Mr. Barlow. 

Q. He was engaged in locking up evidence in the 
Ring suits ¢ 

A. I suppose that definition will generally apply to his 
employment. 

Q. Are you able to state from your knowledge of the 
methods employed by Mr. Taintor whether the prepara- 


tion of the materials to be used in these different suits 
was in an advanced condition prior to 1874? 

A. Lhave no doubt that he had been engaged in them 
before that, but as to the stage of advancement in which 
they were, I could not state. 

Q. Was not the percentages which each one got elabor- 
ated before that ? 

A. In some cases I think they had, in others not. He 
had a special function to perform, and he was invested 
with a very wide discretion. 

Q. At the time that he was employed in the Finance 
Department was he exclusively employed in this business? 

A. Yes, sir, so far as I know. 

Q. Can you state more specifically than you have done, 
the nature of the second agreement which yon made with 
him? 

A. Lehonld not. I don’t think I can. 

Q. You simply know that the basis of compensation 
was to be changed, and that he should be paid for the 
suits in future as they came along? 

A, That was the general character of the agreement. 


Q. At the time that he presented this bill (handing it 
to witness)—please read that so as to refresh your mem- 
ory. What I want to know is this, did you consider 
when you approved that bill, that you were paying him 
for all his services up to that time? 

A. I could not say that that would cover all his services 
ate that time. I would not be willing to say that it 

id. 

Q. Well, in those cases specified in the bill ? 

A. I cannot say that I have any particular memory of 
it except what the paper itself shows. 


Q. What previous employment was Taintor in when 
he came into your employment? 

A. I don’t know; I think he was in some bank 
business, 

Q. He swears on one of these vouchers that he was a 
stock broker ? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did you find him in the office when you came in? 

A. Yes, sir; I found him in the office. I think Mr. 
Tilden engaged him. 1 found him engaged in the ex- 
amination of these matters when I entered on the duties 
of the office, and it was his knowledge and experience 
that continued him in the employment. 


The Committee then adjourned, subject to the cal! of 
the President. 
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